PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION), 


FOURTH SERIES. 


SIXTH SESSION OF THE TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT 


OF THE 


UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND 


5 EDWARD VII. 


VOLUME CXLVIII. 


OMPRISING THE PERIOD FROM THE TWENTY-SIXTH DAY OF JUNE 
TO THE SEVENTH DAY OF JULY, 1905. 


EIGHTH VOLUME OF SESSION. 


1905. 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED, 


UNDER CONTRACY WITH ‘HIS MAJESTY’S: SL4TIONERY OFFICE, 


BY 


WYMAN AND 38 J‘, LIMITED, FE'1TER LANE, .LONDON. 

















CHRONOLOGY OF THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIII[th Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. : 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Gro. III. 





1760-1800 (SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
. a Yo. 1 to &.. 3 Gee. 4. 1820 
(First PARLIAMENT.) — fs See: 1821 
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—/_ 6 & 7...46 — — ‘eaKeee 1806 Third Series. 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. III....... 1806-7 (NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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Vol. . to cog Geo. III. pgs (TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
> a. i319 Vol 4 to 8... 3 Wu IV. ...... 1832 
ee i I ge RR OO ee oe 
— 21 — 23...52 er earn 1812 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(FieTH PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 15 to 20... 4 Wrun. IV. ...... 1833 
— FF —. oF 3 3 ¢ 
Td 26 20 One ML... eas) Oe eee ia 
— 227 & 28...54 — .... 1813-14 A 
— 29 t031...55 “— ... 1814-15 (TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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iv CHRONOLOGY OF ‘THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 


(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 © 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Exe. 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 
Lord President of the Council and President of the Board of Education-——Most Hon. the 
Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Foreign Affairs Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G. 
Home Department tt. Hon. A. AKERS-DOUGLAS, M.P. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. ALFRED LYTTELTON, M.P. 
War——Rt. Hon. H. O. ARNOLD-ForRSTER, M.P. 
India- Rt. Hon. St. JoHN BrRoprick, M.P. 
‘Chancellor of the Exchequer — Rt. Hon. J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty—-Rt. Hon. Earl CAwbor. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade——Most Hon. the MARQUESS OF SALISBURY. 
Postmaster-General——Rt. Hon. Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Secretary for S-otland——Most Noble the Marquess of LINLITHGOW. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. GERALD BALFOUR, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture tt. Hon. AILWYN FELLOWES. 
Chief Secretary for Lreland Rt. Hon. WALTER LONG, M.P. 
Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY. 




















NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliaineutary Secretary to the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Sir A, ACLAND-Hoop, Bt., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury VICTOR CAVENDISH, Esq., M.P. 
Secretary to the Board of Education——Sir WILLIAM ANSON, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty——E. G. PRETYMAN, Esq., M.P. 
{ Lorp BALCARRES, M.P. 
H. W. Forster, Esq., M.P. 
\_LorpD EpMUND TALBoT, M.P. 
( Admiral Sir JOHN FISHER, G.C. B. 
sa pa she aees Rear-Admiral Sir C. C. Drury, K.C.S.1L 
scandal eee val tear-Admiral W. H. May, M.V.O. 
Capt. F. G. INGLEFIELD, R.N. 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty——ARTHUR H. LEE, Esq., M.P. 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR [in the Cabinet}. 
| Lt.-Gen. Sir N. G. LYTTELTON, K.C.B., (Chief of General Staff). 
| Major-General C. W. H. DouGLas (Adjutant-General). 
| Major-General H. C. O. PLUMER, C.B. (Quartermaster-General). 
Army Council—— ¢ Major-General Sir J. W. Murray, K.C.B. (Master General of the Ordnance). 
THE UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. 
Secretary. THE PERMANENT UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR 
(Col. Sir E. W. D. Warp, K.C.B.). 
Inspector-General of the Forees——General H.R.H. the Duke of CONNAUGHT, K.G., K.P., ete. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office-——Earl PERcy, M.P. 
Tarlhamentary Secretary, Home Otfice——Hon. T. H. COCHRANE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office ———His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Oftice——Most Noble the Marquess of BATH. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Uffice——Rt. Hon. Earl of DoNOUGHMORE. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——A. BONAR LAW Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board ——J. GRANT LAwsoN, Esq., M.P, 
Financial Secretary, War Offiee—W. BroMLeY DAVENPORT, Esq., M.P. 
Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. Sir R. B. FINLAY, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General—— Rt. Hen. Sir E. Carson, K.C., M.P. 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland—-—-Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
The Lord Advocate——C. Scotr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Sir WM. WALROND, Bt., M.P. 











Lords of the Treasury —- 




















vi HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE—(Cont.} 
OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General—— 


Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON, G.C.B. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord WOLVERTON. 

Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEmBRoKkE AND Montcomgry, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse——His Grace the Duke of PortLanp, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——-Rt. Hon. Sir SAVILE CrossLey, Bt., M.V.O., M.P. 
Comptroller of the Household——Viscount VaLentia, M.V.O., M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——The Marquess of HAMILTON, M,P. 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard—Rt. Hon. Earl WaLpEGRAVE. 
/Rt. Hon. Earl of Kinrorr, G.C.M.G. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 

Rt. Hon. Viscount Cuurcuiit, K.C.V.O. 

Rt. Hon. Karl of Errou. 

Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 

Rt. Hon. Lord Surrreip, G.C.V.O., K.C.B. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord Kenyon. 


Lords-in- Waiting —— 


SCOTLAND. 


Secretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——The Most Noble the Marquess of 
LINLiTHGOW. 

Lord Justice-General——Rt. Hon. Lorb DUNEDIN. 

Lord Advocate——Rt. Hon. C. Scorr Dickson, Hsq., K.C., M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk——Rt. Hon. Lord Krsspurcn, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register——-His Grace the Duke of Monrrosr, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner—-—-Rt. Hon. Earl of LEvEN anp MELVILLE. 

Solicitor-General——E. T. SALVENSEN, Esq., K.C. 

IRELAND. 

Lord Lieutenant—— Rt. Hon. Karl of DupLEy. 

Lord Chancellor——Kt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

Chief Secretary and Keeper of Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. WALTER LONG, M.P. 

Under Secretary ——Sir ANTONY MACDONNELL, G.C.S.1. K.C.V.O. 

Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction——President : The Rt. Hon. the CHIEF 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. Horack PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-General——Rt. Hon. J. Atkinson, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——J. H. M. Camppert, Esq., K.C., M.P. 


NT (1 VDT ODD c Yomi Van y CY 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Earl of Oxstow. 
Clerk of Parliaments——Sir Henry J. L. Granam, K.C.B. 
Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. TuHestcer, C.B. 
Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees——Epwarp HALL ALpERSON, Esq. 
Counsel to the Chairman of Committees——ALBERT GRAY, Esq, 
Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills——A. Harrison, Esq. 
Senior Clerks—— 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——J. F. 
SKENE, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. A, Leicn, Esq. 
Principal Clerk of Private Committees——J. F. Symons Jeune, Esq. 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——C. L. AnstruTurr, Esq. 
W. H. Hamintron Gorpon, Esq. 
Other Clerks—Hon. A. McDonnevi; A. H. Ropixsoyx, Esq. (Clerk of Private Bills) ; H. P. 
St. Joun, Ksq.; V. M. Brppuneu, Esq.: Hon. E. A. Stoxor; H. J. F. BApELEy, Esq. ; 
C. Hrapiam, Esq. ; J. B. Horna, Esq. ; E. C. Vicors, Esq. ; A. Texnysoy, Esq. ; and 
G. D. Luarp, Esq. 
Accountant and Copyist——Mr. T. A. Court. 
Assistant Copyists——Mr. H. P. Norris and Mr. R. A. Court. 
Messengers——Messrs. A. A. Worrenn, C. EK. Cuizierr, A. M. Strout, J. W. F. Locks, 
J. McMrnian, G. Bennett, G. T. Puicre. 
Librarian——EpMUND Gossk, Esq., LL.D. 
Assistant Librarian——A. H. M. Butier. 
Attendant——Mr, W. WorFEL. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS—(Cont.) — vii 


Examiners for Standing Orders——C. W. Campion, Esq.; J. F. Symons Jeune, Esq. ; Clerk 
——B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod——Admiral Sir F. H. Stephenson, G.C.V.O., K.C.B 

Yeoman Usher——Captain T. D. BuTLer. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Lt.-Col. Rt. Hon. Sir FLEEtwoop I. Epwarps, G.C.V.O., K.C.B, 

Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hann, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——J. K. Winttams, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers—— Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE, B. GALLOP. 

Seeond Class Assistants——Messrs. H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 

Third Class Assistants——Messis. J. WOOLACOTT, A. A. Epyey, J. F. Baum. 

“6 are A. J. SotmMAN, J. B. Forsyta, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPs, 
W. W. MEATES. 

ujestanenions of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. W > CAsBon. 


Inspector ot Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. A. PALMER. 
Clerk of the Works, Houses of Parliament——Mr. C. J. WILLIAMS. 
Resident Engineer, Houses of Parliament——Mr. A. P. PATEY. 





PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——Sir COURTENAY PEREGRINE ILBERT, K.C.S.L., C.T.E. 

Clerk-Assistant——-ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Second Clerk-Assistant——T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— 

Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. GipBons, Esq., C.B. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. LEY, Esq. 

Committee Office——R. DIckKINsOoN, Esq. 

Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks F. St. GeorGE TUPPER, Esq. ; H. TOWER .Esq.;C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq.; Sir E. H. Doyte, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq. ; HORACE WEsT, Esq. ; ; HENR Y A. FERGUSON- DAVIE, Esq. ; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, 7 3 
Percy A. BULL, Esq. ; F. R. WILLIAMS Wynn, Esq. ; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. BonD, Esq. 

Junior Clerks——H. C. DAWKINS, Esq. ; R. P. CoLoms, Esq.; B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. 
CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. ScorT PoRTER, Esq. ; F. C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; W. T. LEGGE, Esq., 
C. R. TuRNER, Esq.; W. K. GiBBons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. Smyru, Esq.; K. J. C, 
Moorsom, Esq. ; R. D. RApciI¥FE, Esq., W. P. JOHNSTONE, Esq. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq., C.V.O. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gosset, Esq. 

Assistant Sergeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Otfice Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Chaplain to the House——The Ven. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker--—EDWARD GULLY, Esq., C.B. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOS LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Collector of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Clerk to Referees——Sir E. H. Doy.e, Bart. 

Examiners of Private Bills——C. W. Campton, Esq. ; J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. FELL, Esq. 

Vote Office—— 

Principal Clerk——PHILIP SMitu, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——H. OTwaAy MAYNE, Esq. ; JOHN Poyser, Esq. 
Messenger-——Mr. JoHN EDWARDS. 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq.; Assistant Librarian——TempLe Franks, Esq., B.C.L. 
Clerks in Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART ; Messengers Messrs. 
A. FirmMin, W. HAGUE. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Printers—— 

Journals——G. E. BriscorE Eyre, Esq. 
Votes—--J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 

Postmaster——Mr. I. LrINcoLN ; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. H. BULLOCK. 

Oftice Clerk in Committee Otfice——Mr. T. FIELDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers—— Messrs. C. DAVIE, H. Jones, G. D. Wetter, J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, 
J. Ivory, G. NORMAN, J. SURREY, A. SEPPLE. 

Doorkeepers——Mr. M. INGLEFIELD and Mr. H. HAMBLING. 
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Messengers (1st Class)-—Mr. C. WoopcraFt, Mr. R. Rosertson, Mr. J. Hiuus, Mr. J. 
SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. Spray, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day, Mr, 
J. HENDERSON, 

Messengers (2nd Class)——-Messrs. G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, A. HASKELL, 
A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON, H. G. EMMETT, J. L. PHILIP, W, 
FINDLAY. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant--—Mr W, 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM and J. HART. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 
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EIGHTH VOLUME OF SESSION, 1905. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 26TH JUNE, 1905. 
Sat First.—The Lord Harlech sat first in Parliament after the death of his father 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— 
Midland Railway ; North-Eastern Railway ; Worcestershire County Council 
(Bridges) ; Bootle Corporation ; Caledonian Railway. 


Also the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bill have been complied with :—Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 4). 


And also the Certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bills have not been complied with :—Newry, Keady, and Tynan 
Light Railway ; London County Council (General Powers). 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


North-Eastern Railway Bill.—Report from His Majesty’s Attorney-General 
received, and ordered to lie on the Table be Le a ~ 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill; Newry, Keady, and Tynan 
Light Railway Bill—Examiner’s Certificates of non-compliance with the 
Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Friday next 


Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Company Bill [1.u.].—Com- 


mitted aa 
Andover Lighting and Power Bill.—The Cuatrman or Committees informed 


the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The orders made 
on the 22nd of May last and the 8th instant discharged, and Bill committed 


Skegness Water Bill.—Read 2*, and committed 
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Bolton Corporation Bill; North-Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill—Read 
2°, and committed. The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection 


Ear! of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bill [1.1.].—Read 2* 
Bristol Blind Asylum Bill [1.1.]; Central Electric Supply Bill sa L. 1 —Read 


3*, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


County of London Electric Supply Company Bill [1.1.].—Read 3° Amend- 


ments made. Bill passed, and sent to the Commons 


Humber spall Bill sane since 3", and passed, and sent to the 
Commons ; ; i ae ea is 


London United Tramways (Extension of Time) Bill.— Read 3*, and passed 


Great Northern Railway Bill.—Read 3°, with the Amendments, and ee, 
and returned to the Commons a e. 3 os ; bs 


Highland Railway Bill—Read 3°, with the Amendment, and passed, and 


returned to the Commons 


North British Railway (General Powers) Bill; Shropshire, Worcester- 
shire, and Staffordshire Electric Power Bill; Great Northern Railway 
(Ireland) Bill; London County Council (Money) Bill ; Metropolitan Electric 
Tramways Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; and referred to the 
Examiners 


Alexandra Park and Palace Bill [.1.]; Me eae Railway Blil [H.1.].— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to ‘ ‘ ae ais ie 


Barry Railway Bill [1.1.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with an 
Amendment. The said Amendment considered, and agreed to 55 


Clacton Improvement Bill [.u.]; Dearne Valley Railway Bill [1.1.].— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to with Amendments. The said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Croydon Corporation Bill; Stockport Corporation Bill; Birmingham 
Corporation Bill ; Brentw ood Gas Bill.—Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to 


Donovan's Divorce Bill [1.1.]—Message from the Commons for copy of the 
Minutes of Evidence taken before the House ; together with the proceedings 
and the documents deposited in the Cases. Ordered to be communicated 
with a request that they may be returned 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill.—House in Committee (according to order). 
Bills reported without Amendment. Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3* To-morrow 


Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydfil Scheme Confirmation) Bill 
|H.L.].—Commons Amendments considered (according to order), and agreed 
to 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill.—Read 2* (according 
to order), and committed. The Committee to be proposed by the Com- 


mittee of Selection 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill.—Read 2" (according 
to order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 1) Bill 
[u.L.]; Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.[; Gas and 
Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.].—Read 3* (according to order), 
and passed, and sent to the Commons .. a Bs re a : 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [#.1. Aine 


reported (according to order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill ; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill. 
Read 3* (according to order), and passed ree of a fs 


FETITION. 


Licensep Hovuses.—Petition for earlier closing of ; of persons signing; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (RECESS). 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the following Papers, 
having been commanded to be presented to this House by His Majesty, 
had been so presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk of 
the Parliaments, pursuant to Standing Order No. CXI., viz. 


Cuurcues (Scortanp) Brtt.—Return of extracts from Acts of the Parliaments 
of Scotland, relating to the Church of Scotland, passed in the vears 1690 
1693, and 1707, showing the repeals in the Acts of 1693 and 1707 ‘propiened 
by the Churches (Scotland) Bill. (June 9.) 


TRADE REPORTS. 
I. (Annual Series)— 


No, 3398. United States (Philadelphia). 

No. 3399. Austria-Hungary. (June 9.) 

No, 3400. Guatemala (Quezaltenango). 

No, 3401, United States (New Orleans). 

No, 3402, Germany (Grand Duchy of Baden). 
No, 3403. Netherlands (Java). (June 14.) 
No. 3404. Denmark (Faroe Islands). (June 15.) 
No. 3405, Japan (North Formosa). (June 16.) 
No. 3406. Western Pacific (Friendly Islands). 
No. 3407. Corea. (June 17.) 

No. 3408. Persia (the Persian Gulf). 
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No. 3409. France (Lyons, St. Etienne and Grenoble). (June 20.) 
No. 3410. Turkey (Palestine). 

No. 3411. Spain (Galicia, Asturias, and Leon). 

No. 3412. Sweden (Stockholm and the Eastern Coast of Sweden). 
No. 3413. France (Dunkirk). (June 21.) 

No. 3414. Spain (Cadiz). 

No. 3415. Muskat. (June 23.) 

No. 3416. Italy (Central Italy). 

No. 3417. Austria-Hungary (Fiume). (June 24.) 


II. Index to Reports of His Majesty’s Diplomatic and Consular repre- 


sentatives abroad on trade and subjects of general interest (with Ap- 


pendix), 1904. (June 21.) 


Factory AND WorksHop.—Annual Report of the chief inspector of factories 
and workshops, for the year 1904. Part I. Reports. (June 14.) 


HistoricaL Manuscripts (Royat Commission).—Report on manuscripts of 
the Earl of Egmont. Vol. 1., Part II. (June 14.) 


Cotonies (ANNUAL)— 


No, 448. St. Helena (Report for 1904). (June 14.) 
No. 449. Falkland Islands (Report for 1904). (June 21.) 


CommerclIAL, No. 3 (1905).—International Sugar Commission (Spring Session, 
1905). Report of British delegate and correspondence (in continuation 
of “ Commercial, No. 1 (1905),” [Cd. 2349]). (June 14.) 


Lonpon UNEmpLoyeD Funp.—Preliminary statement (as on the 14th of April, 
1905), prepared at the request of the President of the Local Government 
Board by the Central Executive Committee. (June 14.)* 


TREATY SERIES— 


No. 16 (1905). Convention between the United Kingdom and Switzer- 
land supplementing Article XVIII. of the Treaty of Extradition of 26th 
November, 1880; signed at London, 29th June, 1904. (June 15.) 


No. 17 (1905). Industrial Property Convention. Accession of New 
Zealand to the additional Act of 14th December, 1900; and Accession of 
Ceylon to the Convention of 1885, as modified by the additional Act of 
14th December, 1900. (June 24.) 


EpvucaTion (ScoTLaNnpD).—Thirty-second Annual Report by the Accountant 
for Scotland to the Scotch Education Department. (June 15.) 


Boarp oF EpucaTIon— 


I. (Training College Regulations). Regulations for the training of 
teachers and for the examination of students in training colleges. (June 16.) 
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II. (Regulations for Evening Schools, etc.). Regulations for evening 
schools, technical institutions, and schools of art and art classes (from Ist 
August, 1905, to 3lst July, 1906). (June 20.) 


III. (Amending Order, No. 2). Order amending Final Order, No. 1130, 
made under Section 11 (8) of the Education Act, 1902. 


IV. (Code for Public Elementary Schools (1905). Code of regulations 
for public elementary schools, with schedules, 1905. (June 22.) 


SALVATION ARMY CoLoNnies.—Report on the Salvation Army Colonies in the 
United States and at Hadleigh, England, with scheme of National Land 
Settlement, by Commissioner H. Rider Haggard. (June 17.) 


Inp1A (ARMy ADMINISTRATION).—Correspondence regarding the administration 
of the Army in India. (June 20.) 


Navy (HyprocraPHer’s Report).—Report on Admiralty Surveys for the 
year 1904, by the Hydrographer. (June 21.) 


Navy Estimates, 1904-1905 (PRoGRAMME OF SHIPBUILDING, RECONSTRUCTION, 
Repairs, MAINTENANCE, ETC.). Statement showing the probable effect 
on the programme due to reappropriation of cash provision, ete. (June 21.) 


RAILWAY AccIDENTS.—Returns of accidents and casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several railway companies in the United Kingdom 
during the three months ended 3lst December, 1904, in pursuance of the 
Regulation of Railways Act (1871), together with reports of the inspecting 
officers, assistant inspecting officers, and sub-inspectors of the Railway 
Department to the Board of Trade, upon certain accidents which were 
inquired into. Part II. Reports on Accidents. (June 21.) 


Income-Tax ComMitTEE.—Appendix to the Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee on Income-Tax ; with minutes of evidence taken before the Com- 


mittee. (June 21.) 


INTERMEDIATE Epucation Boarp (IRELAND).—Annual Report for the year 
1904. (June 22.) 


Mint.—Thirty-fifth Annual Report of the Deputy Master and Comptroller of 
the Mint, 1904. (J ne 23.) 


The same were ordered to he on the Table... a eee a a 5 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Fruit Cutture.—Report of the Departmental Committee appointed by the 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries to inquire into and report upon the fruit 
industry of Great Britain ; with Minute appointing the Committee 


co 


Inepriates Acts, 1879 ro 1900.—Report of the inspector under the Inebriates 
Acts, 1879 to 1900, for the year 1904 .. a ss ae NE ay 8 
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No. 3418. Portugal (North Portugal). 
No. 3419. United States (Oregon, Washington, and Idaho), 
No. 3420. Persia (Kermanshah). 
No. 3421. China (Pakhoi). 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie onthe Table .. wa 
County Courts.—County Court rules, 1905 
Inp1a (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA).—Return of all loans raised in India chargeable 
on the revenues of India outstanding at the commencement of the half-year 
ended the 3lst March, 1905, with the rates of interest and total amount 


payable thereon, etc. 


Fryes, Etc. (IRELAND).—Abstract of account of fines accounted for by the 
registrar of petty sessions clerks, for the year 1903 


Does Recutation (IRELAND) Act, 1865.—Accounts of receipts and expendi- 
ture under the Act, for the vear 1904 


INTERMEDIATE Epucation (IRELAND),— 
Rules made by the Intermediate Education Board for Ireland :— 


1. Determining the maximum number of centre superintendents to be 
appointed for the examinations of 1905. 


2. Constituting an additional centre of examination at Newtownbarry 
for 1905. 


3. Appointing the places at which the examinations for 1905 shall be 
held - - a ea Hs - “a 


Po.uinG DistRIctTs. 


(County Borough of Newcastle-upon-Tyne).—Order made by the county 
council of the county borough of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, dividing certain 
wards of the borough into polling districts —.. - oa “5 ee 


(Borough of Birkenhead).—Order made by the council of the borough 
of Birkenhead re-dividing the borough into polling districts 


Municipal Corporations.—Charter of the incorporation of the borough of 
Merthyr Tydfil, dated 6th June, 1905 .. 


FINANCE.—Finance accounts of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, for the financial year ended 31st March, 1905 


C1vit List Penstons.—List of all pensions granted during the year ended 31st 
March, 1905, and payable under the salianeneie of Section 9 (1) of the Civil 
List Act, 1901 - ea oa : th ‘a - “s 
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Lonpon County CouNcIL. 
I. Return showing, up to 31st March, 1904 :— 
The amount of Consolidated Stock. 
The application of the money raised by such stock. 
The sums carried to the Consolidated Loans Fund. 
The application of the Consolidated Loans Fund. 


An estimate of the expenditure of the Council for all purposes, for the 
year ending 3lst March, 1906. 


II. Return showing, up to March 31st, 1905— 


All moneys raised by the Metropolitan Board of Works and the Council 
since the passing of the Act for the purposes mentioned in the Act. 


Particulars in relation to every parish, district, union, or place in respect 
whereof a loan has been obtained from the Metropolitan Board of Works or 
the Council since the passing of the Act es we - + ce 


Loca Loans Funp.—Accounts of receipts and payments by the Commissioners 
for the Reduction of the National Debt, in respect of the capital and income 
of the Local Loans Fund, for the year ended March 31st, 1904; together 
with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor-General thereon .. -~ 


Exectric Licutine Acts, 1882 To 1902 (PRocEEDINGsS).—Report by the Board 
of Trade respecting the applications to and proceedings of the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 to 1902, during the past vear oe 


County OFFICERS AND Courts (IRELAND) Act, 1877.—Account of receipts and 
payments under the Act during the year ended March 31st, 1905... ae 


PenaL Servirupe Acts, 1853 to 1891 (ConpitionaL LiceNnces).—Licence 
granted by His Majesty to Elizabeth Marie Mantle, a convict under de- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that 
she enter the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney on “ 4 + 


Licence granted by His Majesty to Maria Yates, convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that 


she enter the East End Refuge, Finchley. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 10 
UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877. 
Statute made by the Governing Body of Balliol College, Oxford, on 


the 23rd of November, 1904, amending Statute IV. and Schedule B. of 
the Statutes of the college. 
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Statute made by the Governing Body of University College, Oxford, 
on the 11th of March, 1905, to amend the Ordinance regulating the Rad- 
cliffe Travelling Fellowships. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 108.) 


RicuMonD Bripcr.—Accounts of the Commissioners of Richmond Bridge for 
the years ended December 31st, 1903, and December 31st, 1904. De- 
livered (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lieon the Table .. 4... ; 


Order of the 





Merchant Shipping (Aliens) Bill [H.1.])—[Seconp Reaprne]. 
Day for the Second Reading read. 


Lord Muskerry 
Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.”°—(Lord Muskerry.) 


Lord Ellenborough .. 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 


Amendment moved— 


‘** To leave out the word ‘ now’ and add at the end of the Motion the 
words ‘ this day six months.’ ”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


The Earl of Meath 
The Duke of Rutland .. 
Lord Muskerry 


On Question, “‘ That the word proposed to be left out shall stand part of 
the Motion,’ their Lordships divided :—Contents, 35 ; Not-Contents, 53. 


Bill to be read 2* this day six months. 





Finance Bitt—[Seconp READING]. 
read. 


Order of the day for the Second Reading 


Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(The Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


Lord Avebury .. 

Lord Welby 

The Secretary of State jor Fore Afjairs (The Marquess ‘of Lansdowne) 
Earl Spencer .. = : a “ és 7" 
The Earl of Wemyss .. 


On Question, Bill read 2°; Committee negatived and Bill to be read 3* 
To-morrow. 


House adjourned at five minutes before Seven o’clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 26rH JUNE, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL RUSINESS. 


PrivaTe Brits [Lorps] (StanpING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMLPIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Sandgate Urban 
District Council Bill [Lords]; Shepton Mallet Gas Company (Electric 
Lighting) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time .. 


?ROVISIONAL ORDER Brits (No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE).—Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Inverness Ges 
and Water Provisional Order Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow 


PROVISIONAL ORDER Biiis (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the following 
Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Port Glasgow Im- 
provement Provisional Order Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow ae aa ea 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
ComMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz. :—Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow 
Morley Corporation Bill.—Lords Amendment considered, and agreed to 


Darien Gold Mining Company Bill ropes —Read the third time, and 


passed, without Amendment 


Great Northern mmlweg acai Bill.—Read the third time, and ‘oie 
[New Title.] ' . 


Leven’s Patent Bill liad —Read the third time, and aiid without 
Amendment : : : : 


London County Council (Money) Bill.—Rezd the third time, and passed 
VOL. CXLVUI. [Fourtu Series. } 8 
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Rhymney Railway -_ [Lorps].—Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments se as ae R «e ee ae se 


South Eastern and London, Chatham and atte sania iee Bill i — 
To be read the third time To-morrow 


Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill.—As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed .. oe $6 


Gamble’s Divorce sill [Lorps] we ain —Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment ns as “ss i ss 2 


Sheffield University Bill [Lorps] (sy OrpER).—Consideration, as amended, 
deferred till Thursday, 6th July (Evening Sitting) pa ats 


STANDING ORDERS.—Ordered, That so mucn of Standing Order 91 as fixes Five 
as the quorum of the Select Committee on Standing Orders be read and 
suspended. 


Ordered, That, for the remainder of the session, Three be the quorum 
of the Committee.—(Mr. Halsey.) 


Millport Piers and Burgh ne resneaal eee Bill.—Read 
the third time, and passed ; ; ; 


London County Council (Tramways) Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to he upon the Table, and to be printed ‘ “i x vs 


Private Bins (Group E).—Sir Henry Ausrey-FLetcuer reported from the 
Committee on Group E of Private Bills; That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned till Wednesday, at Eleven of the Clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table 


“{ESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act 
to authorise the Institution known as the Bristol Asylum or School of Indus- 
try for the Blind, to acquire and to hold lands for the purpose of that institu- 
tion ; end to make further provision with respect to the constitution of the 
committee of management and the management of the institution, the 
investment of the moneys of the institution; and for other purposes.” 
[Bristol Blind Asylum Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to extend the powers of the Central 
Electric Supply Company, Limited ; and for other purposes.” [Central 
Electric Supply Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to authorise the County of London 
Electric Supply Company, Limited, to purchase lands and construct gener- 
ating stations; and for other purposes.” 
Supply Company Bill [Lerds.] 


[County of London Electric 
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And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to extend and amend the Humber 
Conservancy Acts, 1852 to 1899, end to confer further powers upon the Hum- 


ber Conservancy Commissioners ; and for other purposes.” [Humber, 


Conservancy Bill [Lords. ] 


BristoL Buinp AsyLuM Bitt [Lorps]; Central Electric Supply Bill [Lords] ; 
County of London Electric Supply Company Bill [Lords]; Humber Con- 
servancy Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills ° 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SUGAR AND SuGARED Goops (Import Duties) (ForEIGN CounrRigs).—Return 
presented, relative thereto [ordered 8th May; Mr. Lough]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 207.] ~ - a 


Evectric Licutinc Acts, 1882 to 1902 (PRocrEDINGs).—Copy presented, of 
Report by the Board of Trade respecting the Applications to and Proceed- 
ings of the Board of Trade under The Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 to 1902, 
during the er: year [by ii to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 208.] . , ‘ aa + 5 “a os mi $s 


Fruit Cutture (DEPARTMENTAL CoMMITTES).—Copy presented, of Report of 
the Departmental Committee appointed by the Board of Agriculture and 
Fisheries to inquire into and report upon the Fruit Industry of Great Britain, 
with Copy of the Minute appointing the Committee [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table “a 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877 (OxrorD).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Statute made by the Governing Body of University College, 
Oxford, on 11th March, 1905, amending the Ordinance regulating the Rad- 
cliffe Travelling Fellowships [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 209] i re oe oa ie Fe ea 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE Act, 1877 (Oxrorp).—Copy pre- 
sented, of Statute made by the Governing Body of Balliol College, Oxford, 
on 23rd November, 1904, amending Statute IV. and Schedule B of the College 
Statutes [by Act]; to lie upon the-Table, and to be printed. [No. 210.] .. 


County Orricers AND Courts (IRELAND) Act, 1877.—Account. presented, 
of the Receipts and Payments under the Act during the year ended the 31st 
March, 1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 211.] 


Ineprrates Acts (InSpecTOR’s Rerort).—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Inspector, under the Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1900, for the year 1904 Uby 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Pounce Districts (BoroucH or BIRKENHEAD).—Copy presented, of Order 
made by the Council of the Borough of Birkenhead re-dividing the Borough 
into Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. . . a ie 


Pena ServituDE Acts (ConpiTionaL LiceNnce).—Copy presented, of Licence 
granted to Maria Yates, a convict under detention in Aylesbury Prison, per- 
mitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the East End Refuge, 
Finchley [by Act]; to lie upon the Table... Rs 25 ve a> 
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Pena. ServituDE Acts (ConpiITIonaL LicENcE),—Copy presented, of Licence 
granted to Elizabeth Marie Mantle, a convict under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the Eliza- 
beth Fry Refuge, Hackney [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. 


TrapE Reports (ANNUAL Series).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3416 to 3421 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table .. - - as 


Pusiic INCOME AND EXPENDITURE.—Return ordered, “‘ of Net Public Income and 
Net Public Expenditure under certain specified heads, as represented by 
Receipts into and Issues out of the Exchequer from 1890-1891 to 1904-5, 
inclusive (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 277, of Session 
1904).”"—(Sir Henry Fowler) ; si be se 


Casvua.ties To Suips.—Return ordered, “ of Casualties to Ships, showing the 
date ; the name and class of the Ship damaged ; the nature of the accident ; 
the number of persons injured ; the number of deaths (if any); the result 
of any inquiry that may have been held into the circumstances ; and time 
in dockyard for repairs ; duriag the year endi g the 3lst day of December, 
‘904 (in continuation of Parlamentary Paper, No. 116, of Session 1905).— 
(Mr. Lough) és . ox he = is “ 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Day ror Discussion oF Pusiic Accounts ComMITTEE’s REporT.—Question, Mr. 
Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Mr. A. J, Balfour 


Army—FinanciaL ContTroLt.—Question, Mr. Gilson Bowles; Answer, Mr. 
A, J. Balfour £3 ss 


COMPENSATION FOR WRONGFUL IMPRISONMENT—CASE OF Mr, Horace Forses. 
—Question, Sir Thomas Dewar (Tower Hamlets, St. Georges) ; Answer, 
Mr. Akers-Douglas. . ; is es 0s ee 


Use oF SaxoniTE FoR Biastinc PurPoses,—Question, © . William Tomlinson 
(Preston) ; Answer, Mr. Akers-Dougles 


Fines aT SHEFFIELD PoLice Court.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, §.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Akers-Douglas + - - - a - 


RECRUITING OF CHINESE LABOURERS—PAYMENTS TO CHINESE GOVERNMENT,—~ 
Question, Mr. Duncan (Yorkshire, W.R., Otley); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


THREATENING LETTERS To ScotcH MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT,—Question, Mr. 
Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson — 
SaLre oF Carcasks oF Catves INocuLaTED FoR Lymeu For Foop,—Question, 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


WooLacoMBE WATER SuppLy.—Question, Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour .. i 


PosTMASTERS—ENGLISH AND InIsH APPOINTMENTS.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley... “ ee . 
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SHEEP-ScaB REGULATIONS IN ScoTLAND AND ENGLAND.—Question, Mr, Bright 
(Shropshire, Oswestry) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes _.. ae -) oe 

REGULATIONS FOR PREVENTION OF SHEEP-ScaB.—Question, Mr. Bright ; Answer, §2 
Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes ue ke xe 2 3 a es ae “60 


(occipiosis IN Rappits.—Question, Mr, Morrell (Oxfordshire, Woodstock) ; 
Answer, Mr, Ailwyn Fellowes... ig 4 7 = ae a 


INSPECTION OF IrisH MINES AND QUARRIES.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, 
College Green) ; Answer, Mr, Akers-Douglas .. 4 a aw wo 


SHREWSBURY MuNICIPAL CHARITIES.—Question, Mr. H. D. Greene (Shrewsbury) ; 
Answer, Mr. Griffith Boscawen .. Ss Se me ee - .. 64 


Loss or SUBMARINE A8—PENsIONS FoR Wipows oF SEAMEN.—Question, Mr. 
Duke (Plymouth) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman os 66 
NAVAL PENSIONERS OVER FIFTY-FIVE NoT RECEIVING AGE PENsSION.—Question, 
Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman.. _.. xe 166 


REINSTATEMENT OF IRISH Evictep TENANTS—APPLICATION OF Mrs. JOHANNA 
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Tue NationaL GALLERY.—Question, Colonel Stopford-Sackviile (Northampton- 
shire, N.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. : ae ; 


ConcEsTED Districts (ScorLanp) BiLtLt.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour - 


OrricE or Director oF Pusiic Prosecutions.—Question, Mr. John Campbell ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour Si es me a 


Vores or CensurE.—Question, Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answer, 


BUsINEss OF THE House.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman and Captain 
Norton caine W.); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour and Sir A. Acland- 
Hood , ‘ ov sia i es we ae ns as 


New Member Sworx.—John Muldoon,. esquire, for the county of Donegal 
(North Donegal Division) 


NEW BILLS 


Companies Acts (Amendment) (Dentists) Bill—“ To prohibit Joint Stock 
Companies from carrying on practice as dentists except by means of duly 
qualified persons,” presented ‘by Sir John Tuke ; supported by Sir John 
Brunner, Mr. James Campbell, Mr. Cathcart Wason, Sir Michael Foster, and 
Sir Walter Foster ; to be read a second time upon bineiinens dth nies 
and to be printed. [Bill 250.] a a 


Companies Acts (Amendment) (Physicians, etc.) Bill.—‘* To prohibit Joint 
Stock Companies from acting as Physicians, Surgeons, or medical practi- 
tioners,” presented by Sir John Tuke ; supported by Sir John Brunner, Mr. 
James Campbell, Mr. Cathcart Wason, Sir Michael Foster, and Sir Walter 
Foster ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 5th July, and to be 
printed. [Bill 251.] sa - x ‘ - ee 


Soutn Arrica (SALES AND ReruNDs).— 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) .. i “i ve ae 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the conduct of His Majesty's 
Government in connection with the supply and disposal of Stores and 
the Sales and Refunds to Contractors in South Africa at the end of the 
War, and their failure to inquire promptly into and deal with those 
transactions, deserve the censure of this House.”—(Sir Robert Reid.) 


The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, iti a) 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid.) 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold- ‘Forster, » Belfast, W i 

Mr. Robson (South Shields) .. ? i 
Sir Carne Rasch (Esser, Chelmsford) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s sitting. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


outa Arrica (SALES AND ReFruNnps).—Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [26th June], ‘‘ That the conduct of His Majesty’s Go- 
vernment in connection with the supply and disposal of Stores and the Sales 
and Refunds to Contractors in South Africa at the end of the War, and 
their failure to inquire promptly |into and deal with those transaction~, 
deserve the censure of this House.”—{Sir Robert Reid.) 


Question again proposed. 


Sir Carne Rasch och = - _ a - ‘oe ~e 169 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) .. “id ia aé - oo Eee 
Sir James Woodhouse (Huddersfield) . ef “ on « 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) 185 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A.d. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) . 188 
Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ea ad “ -- 200 
Mr. Haviland Burke (King’s Co. pee - ie a ~- 207 
Mr. Guest (Plymouth) ; “ - ‘a «- 310 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham) és “ - a bi ‘ei o 


Mr. A. J, BALrour rose in his place and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 329 ; Noes, 256. (Division List No. 209.) 
Question put accordingly. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 255 ; Noes, 329. (Division List No. 210.) 
Public Roads (Ireland) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
:Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
Clause 1. 
Drafting Amendments madz. 
Amendment proposed— 


“To insert after line 22 the words— 


‘ (2) Expenses under this section may be recovered if not exceeding 
two hundred and fifty pounds in the County Court, and if exceeding 
that sum in the High Court. 


*(3) An appeal may be taken from any order of a County Court 
under this section, and the enactments in the County Courts (Ireland) 
Acts, 1851 to 1898, relating to appeals in the case of ordinary civil bills 
shall apply accordingly. 








Amendment agreed to. 
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*(4) Proceedings for the recovery of any expenses under this 
section shall be commenced within twelve months of the time at which 
the damage was done, or where the damage is in consequence of any 
particular building coutract or work extending over a long period 
shall be commenced not later than six months after the completion 
of the contract or work. 


(5) In the case of a road not being a main road any expenses re- 
covered or composition paid under this section by or to a county 
council in respect thereof shall be credited in manner prescribed by the 
Local Government Board for Ireland to the rural district or rural 
districts in which is situated that part of the road in respect of which 
the expenses were recovered or the composition was paid, and in the 
case of a main road one-half of such expenses or composition shall be 
so credited to the rural or urban district, as the case may be.’ ”— 
(Mr. Atkinson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 2. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out Clause 2.” —(Mr. Atkinsen.} 


Amendment agreed to. 6: 


Amendment proposed— 


“ After Clause 1, to insert as a new clause, the words ‘ The proviso 
to Section 4 of the Locomotives Act, 1861, is hereby repealed so far as 
it applies to Ireland, and in lieu thereof it is enacted as follows: Pro- 
vided that the regulation of weight herein mentioned shall not extend 
to any waggon carrying only one block, plate, cable, roll, vessel of 
stone or metal, or other single article being of greater weight than 
fourteen tons, but the fellies, tyres, or shoes of such wagon shall not 
be less than eight inches in breadth, and any damage arising from the 
user of any such wagon shall be deemed to be damage caused by 
excessive weight within the meaning of Section 1 of this Act.’ ”»—(Mr. 
Atkinson.) 


Fill reported ; as amended, to be considered to-morrow. 


Question, “ That this House do now adjourn,” put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before One o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 271tn JUNE, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CuaNceLLor acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :— 
Dublin United Tramways. 


Also the Certificate that no Standing Orders are applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill :—Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13). 


And also the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have been complied with :—Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 10). 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table. . 


Sranpinc OrDERS ComMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Or‘ers not 
complied with in respect of the Petition for a Bill by the South Barracas 
(Buenos Ayres) Gas and Coke Company ought to be dispensed with, and 
leave given to introduce the Bill. 


Read, and agreed to Ks i “s ea = “ “3 -. 225 
South Barracas (B:enos Ayres) Gas and Coke ema - a 1 
Presented ; read 1*; and referred to the Examiners . 225 
Corbett Estate Bill [u.L.].—Reported, with Amendments... “9 vs 2 
Dublin United Tramways Bill.—Read 2', and committed. The Committce 
to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. i és vs .. 225 
Midland Railway Bill—Read 2", and committed - = o 
North-Eastern Railway Bill.—Read 2', and committed. The Committee 
_, to be proposed by the Committee of Selection Ee, 5 of as 225 
Worcestershire County Council (Bridges) Bill ; Bootle capi Bill ; 
Caledonian Railway Bill.—Read 2', and committed rie 225 
Swansea Corporation Bill.—Read 3°, with the Amendments, and salina and 
returned to the Commons 5 sek es Hs a 226 
Millport Piers and Burgh ee sane neneiiiade Bill.— Brought 
from the Commons +8 ‘ ‘ pe .» 226 
Darien Gold Mining Company Bill [x.t.] ; Leven’s Patent Bill [u.1.]; Gam- . 
bles’ Divorce Bill [#...].—Returned from the Commons agreed to .. -. 226 
Rhymney Railway Bill [1.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments. The said Amendments considered, and agreed to .. ~» 226 
Morley Corporation Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to .. - iit ‘cn x ea we »- 226 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill.—Read 2' alain . 
to order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole House wa 225 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Read 2" (according to order), and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next «s “A +» 226 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—Read 3* (according to 
order) ; an Amendment made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 226 

Local Government Provisional acai hen 9) mae —Read 3' nent 
to order), and passed , re ‘i , 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [u.L.].—Read 5° 


(according to order), and passed, and sent to the Commons .. es -- 226 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order) ; Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 5* on Thursday next 


Millport Piers and Burghs Extension Order Confirmation Bill.—Read 
1*; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have been read 2" (The “ew of Lin- 
lithgow), and reported from the Committee. (No. 110.) Pe , 227 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Treaty Series, No. 18 (1905).—Treaty between Great Britain and Sweden 
and Norway for the Marriage of Her Royal Highness Princess Margaret 
of Great Britain and Ireland with His Royal Highness Prince Gustavus 
Adolphus of Sweden and Norway ; signed at Stocxholm, 20th May, 1905. 


bo 
bo 
MN 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Criminal Cases (Reservation of Points of Law) Bill) [x.1.].—Reported 
from the Standing Committee without further Amendment. The Report 
of the Amendments, made in Committee of the Whole House, to be re- 
ceived on Thursday next.. Pee «4 Pl eae its as oo 22 


Public Health Acts (Amendment) Bill [u.L.].—The evidence taken before 
tne Select Committee from time to time to be printed, but no copies to be 
delivered out except to members of the Committee, and such other persons 
as the Committee shall think fit, until further order. (No. 109) .. -« mae 


Finance Bill.—Read 35 (according to order), and passed aa me os 237 


BusINEss OF THE Hovuse.—Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be considered on 
Thursday next in order to its being suspended for that day’s sitting .. -» S20, 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five o'clock, 
to Thursday next, half-past Ten o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 271 JUNE, 1908. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Formby Township Bi]l [Lorns]; Littlehampton Urban District Council Bil: 
[Lords]; Llandrindcd Wells Urben District Council Bill [Lords] ; Matlock 
Bath Improvement Bill [Lords]; Metrop liten Electric Supply Company 
(Acton District) Bill [Lords]; Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire 
Water Board Bill [Lords]. Read 2 second time, and committed 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill (eo) 
(By OrpErR). Third Rea ading deferred till Monda y next 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [Lorps]; Inverness Gas and Waetr Pro- 


visional Order Bill; Port Glasgow Improvement Provisional Order Bill. 


Read a second time, and committed 


North East London Railway Bill.— Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Joint Committee cf the House of Lords and the House 
of Commons on London Underground Railways in Session 1901, and the 
Report of the said Joint Committee, end the Minutes of Evidence taken 
before the Select Committee of this House on the City and North East 
Suburban Electric Railwey Bill in Session 1903, be referred to the Select 
Committee on the North Exst London Railway Bill.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Housing of the Working Classes Acts Amendment Bill.—Second Reed- 
ing deferred from To-morrow till Wednesday, 12th July ei 


STaNDING OrDERS.—Resolutions reported from the Select Committee. 

1. “That, in the case of the Workington Harbour and Dock Bill 
[Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties 
be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 

2. “ That, in the case of the Administrative County of London and 
District Electric Power Company Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought 
to be dispensed with :—Thet the parties be permitted to proceed with their 
Bill. 


Resolutions «greed to 


Workington Harbour and Dock Bill [Lorps].—Report [this day] from the 
Select Committee on Stending Orders read. 


Bill to be reed @ second time 

Administrative County of London and District Electric Power Com- 
pany Bill [Lords].—Report [this day] from the Select Committee on 
Stending Orders read. 
ill to be read a second time 

Mansfield Corporation Bill [Loxps].—Reported, with Amendments, from 


the Police and Sanitary Committee; Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed ; te % ae ms ay “ 
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Preston Corporation (Ribble Navigation) Bill [Lorps]. Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... . 229 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps. 


That they have agreed to—Finance Bill; Local Government (Ire- 
Jund) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Order (Gas) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill; London United Tramways (Extension 
of Time) Bill, without Amendment. 


ey Highland Railway Bill, with an Amendment. 
Great Northern Railway Bill, with Amendments. 
Amendment to—Barry Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Amendments to—Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydfil Scheme Con- 
firmation) Bill [Lords]; Clacton Improvement Bill [Lords]; Dearne Valley 
Railway Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order made by the Board of Education, under the Education Acts, 
1870 to 1903, to enable the London County Council to put in force the 
Lands Clauses Acts.” Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 


(London, No. 1) Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under The Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 
1870, relating to Bolsover Gas, Denbigh Water, Formby Gas, Hevling Water, 
end Staveley Gas.” [Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
[ Lords. ] 


Also, 2 Bill, intituled, ‘“ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under The Gas and Water Works Facilities 
Act, 1870, relating to Dorking Water, Maidenhead Water, Tavistock Gas, 
Wey Valley Water, and Ystalyfera Gas.” [Gas and Water Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords. | a 


And, also, « Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
end 1888, The Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, and ‘Che Electric 
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Question put. 
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And, it being after half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair 
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Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Rathmines and Rathgar Extension and Improvement Bill (By Orper). 
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Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read the third 


time.” 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it be an Instruction to the 
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or other the owner for the time being of the property known as Martello, 
providing that nothing in the Act shall empower the council to interfere 
with any right of access from the said property to the seashore, and 
further providing that nothing in the Act shall authorise the council 
to erect any buildings on the slopes within a distance of fifty yards 
from any part of the said property, and that the said portion of the 
slopes shall not be used for any purposes other than a permanent 
garden or esplanade.” —(Mr. Wood.) 


Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, S.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 125; Noes, 225. (Division List, No. 216.) 
Aliens Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
Clause 1. 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) .. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 6, to leave out the word ‘ landed,’ and insert the 
words ‘ prevented from landing ’°—(Mr. Trevelyan)—instead thereof.” 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ landed’ stand part of the clause.” 


The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers- Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine’ s) e Ea ws i = 

Major Seely (Isle of Wight) .. 

The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay Inverness 8 Burghs) 

Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) td 

Mr. Peel (Manchester, S.) .. ais 

Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) a 

Mr. Churchill 

Mr. Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) 

Mr. Austin Taylor a East Toxteth) 

Mr. Guest , ‘3 a 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 
Metropolitan Borough Councils Association Bill. 
Order for Second Reading read, and discharged 
Bill withdrawn. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 28TH JUNE, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Hythe Corporation Bill [Lorps]; Stepney Borough Council (Superannua- 
tion) Bill [Lords]. As amended, considered ; to be read the third time . 


Malvern Water Bill.—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed .. ete re 6 ne ite y me 
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PETITIONS. 
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SUPERANNUATION Act, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 23rd 
June, 1905, declaring that Alfred William Cousins, Royal Laboratory, was 
appointed without a Civil Service Certificate through inadvertence on the 
part of the Head of his Department [by Act] to lie upon the Table 


Rattways Construction Faciuitres Act, 1864.—Copy presented, of Report 
by the Board of Trade on an Application made during the year 1904 under 
the Act, and of the Proceedings of the Board of Trade with respect thereto 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 213] 


Rattway Companies Powers Act, 1864.—Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade on an Application made durirg the year 1904 under the 
Act, and of the Proceedings of the Board of Trade with _ thereto [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 214] . . 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series. Nos. 3426 and 3427 [by naeer ; to 
lie upon the Table wi : 


Page 


353 


353 


353 


353 


353 


353 


354 


354 








nr 








ge 


3 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


June 28.]} 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


PosTaL DELIVERIES IN TOWNSHIPS OF MULLINAVAT, KILMACOW AND Mooncoln. 
—Question, Mr, O’Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


PAYMENT FOR SunDAay Duty on IRisH TRAVELLING P.O.’s.—Question, Mr. 
Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 

‘i 

CueaP Labour IN SUBMARINE Boat Construction.—Question, Captain Norton 

(Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. Pretyman . ay a 


TREATMENT OF BRITISH SUBJECTS IN THE ConGO FREE STaTeE.—Question, Mr. 
Coghill (Stoke-upon-Trent) ; Answer, Earl Percy 4 P 


SwInE FEVER.—Question, Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Ailwyn 
Fellowes + - “i ‘ +e 


INCREASED PostaL FACILITIES FOR THE NorTH oF [RELAND.—Questions, Mr. 
Vincent Kennedy (Cava) , W.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley 


DISCHARGES OF WORKMEN FROM Devonport Dockyarp.—Questions, Mr. 
Kearley (Devonport) and Mr. Benn (Devonport); Answer, Mr. Pretyman 


REPAIRS TO FOUNTAINS IN KENSINGTON.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel (York- 
shire, Cleveland) ; Answer, Lord Balcarres  .. ae wa xs ‘a 


Motor-Cark REGULATIONS IN THE PuBLIC PARKS.—Questions, Mr. Harmsworth 
(Caithness-shire) and Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answers, Lord Bal- 
carres or 


Motor-Car Drivers’ Licences.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour a jis aa as os ee ee 


Motor-Car Licences AND REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour .. a Pe ay x3 


SuecEsteD Tax oN Moror-Cars.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain ‘ 


Fruit PRESERVING EXPERIMENTS IN DROGHEDA AND PoRTADOWN.—Question, 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ‘ . 


WavVERNEY ScHooL, BALLYMENA.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long .. id ini a Bs 


DECISION AS TO RETENTION oF LANCE AS WEAPON FOR LANCERS AND DRAGOONS. 
—Question, Colonel Leese (St. George’s, Hanover Square); Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster ; a ry ete ira 7 a a 


DeatH Rare IN OLD CALABAR GAOL.—Question, Mr. James O’Kelly (Roscommon, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Lyttelton : es - vi es we 


PUNISHMENT OF CHINESE CooLiEs In SoutH AFrRIcA.—Question, Sir Wilfrid 
Lawson (Cornwall. Camborne) ; Answer. Mr. Lyttelton we 


xli 
Page 


355 
355 
355 
356 
356 
357 


258 


359 
359 
360 
360 
0 
361 
361 


362 


362 











xlii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


June 28.) 


GRANT oF Sanp TO THE ANGLO-NEWFOUNDLAND DEVELOPMENT ComPpANY.— 
Questions, Mr. Leif Jones (Westmoreland, Appleby), Mr. Nussey (Ponte- 
fract) and Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. 


Cost oF TRANSVAAL GOVERNOR’S AND LIEUTENANT-GOVERNOR’S EsTABLISH- 
MENTS.—Question, Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


DIsTURBANCES AT ANGELO AND New Comet Mines.—Question, Mr. Levy 
(Leicestershire, Loughborough) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton - a 


ALLEGED CRUELTY TO A NATIVE AT THE CRasus GoLtp Mine. LANGLAATE.— 
Question, Mr. Leif Jones; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Sourn Arrican War Stores Inquiry—Orricers RELIEVED FROM Duty.— 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State 
for War (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) : a ee re xs 


Souta AFrricAN War Stores INQUIRY—ALLEGED DESTRUCTION OF OFFICIAL 
DocumENtTs.—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill and Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster oe a 8 af a3 


OFFICERS AND LipeL AcTIONS.—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster S32 re ‘ . a ; 


CoLoNEL Morean’s ActTion.—Questions, My. Swift MacNeill; Answers, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster a ss ne 


Natat Fretp Force Canteen BaLances.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Cam- 
berwell, N.); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


GENERAL LytTTELTON.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh (Down, 8.); Answer, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster ss te : 


Tue DeEsTRUCTION OF RaTIONs IN SouTH AFRICA.—Questions, Dr. Macnamara, 
Sir A. Hayter (Walsall), Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answers, The Prime Minister 
and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) .. 


DEBATE ON WAR OFFICE ADMINISTRATION.—Question, Dr. Macnamara ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


THE Royat Commission.—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. A. J. 
- Balfour wd ; : : 


Mitirary Manw@vvres IN [RELAND.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ee ‘a “4 - i 


GENERAL ELLes.—Questions, Mr. MacVeagh ; Answers, The Secretary of State 
for India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Lorp Curzon.—Questions, Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcady Burghs); Answers, Mr. 
Bro rick es me a 6 a os i 


VENEZUELA.—Question, Mr. Stuart Samuel (Tower Hamlets, Whitechapel) ; 
Answer, The Under sich of State for sia Affairs — rae 
Kensington, 8.) 





366 


366 


367 


369 


369 


369 


370 


371 


371 


374 








age 


362 


64 


365 


65 


566 


69 


69 


69 


70 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 28.) 


MISAPPROPRIATION OF TRUST FuNDs.—Questions, Mr. Howard Vincent (Shef- 
field, Central) and Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answers, The Attorney General 
(Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) .. ‘i = . — 


Morors IN Hype Park.—Question, Mr. Scott-Montagu (Hampshire, New 
Forest) ; Answer, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) Ae 

CoMPLAINTS AGAINST Motor Cars IN Hype Park.—Question, Mr. Scott- 
Montagu, Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) and Mr. Bright (Shrops‘ire, 
Oswestry); Answer, Lord Balcarres ae ee ae 


THe New Mortor-Car REGULATION FoR HypDE ParK.—Question, Mr. Scott- 
Montagu; Answer, Lord Balcarres - 4 


SuGGEsTeD MopIFICATION oF THE NEw Motor Car ReGuuation In HypbE 
Park.—Question, Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District); Answer, Lord 
Balcarres ; Ae : : ‘ ae = 


ELECTRICAL LANDAULETTES IN HypE Park.—Question, Captain Norton (New- 
ington, W.), Answer, Lord Belearres.. ae ae : 


AMALGAMATION OF OFFICES OF CRowN SoLicitors FoR County ANTRIM AND 
SEssIONAL Crown So.iciror FoR BELFAST.—Questions, Mr. Joseph Devlin 
and Mr. MacVeagh ; Answer, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. At- 
kinson, Londonderry, N.) x es ee y Fie ae 


Ir1sH LANGUAGE IN IRISH ScHOOLS.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’ Donnell (Kerry, 
W.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, S.) 


ScHooL EXAMINATIONS IN [RISH.—Question. Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long 


Instructions To [R1sH ScHooL INspeoToRS.—Questions, Mr. Thomas 0’ Donnell ; 
Answers, Mr. Walter Long 


Girus’ ScHoots In [RELAND AND RULE 127 (6).—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long ; 


Topacco GROWING IN [RELAND.—Question, Mr. William Abraham (Cork County, 
N.E.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long : 


Cost oF BUILDING AND EQUIPMENT FOR [RIsH ToBAcco GROWING EXPERIMENTS. 
—Question, Mr. William Abraham ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Be.rast Riot CHARGES. icine Mr. Vincent Kennedy alae W.) , Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long . es ' - Ke a 


New RecorDER oF Dusiin.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; 
Answers, Mr. MacVeagh and Mr. Joseph Devlin - 4% ; 


Cusack Estate, Lonecrorp.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long ee - ; 


Loncrorp Voters, JuRoRS AND VALUATION Lists.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long ‘ ‘ 


xliii 
Pause 


376 


377 


377 


378 


378 


379 


379 


380 


380 


381 


382 











xliv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


June 28,j 


DEAN GALBRAITH’s Estate, County Tyrone.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long : bs me 3 : 


Fiax CuLtivation 1x ULsterR.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin, Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long - ie - ee “2 = we i 


Norway AND SWEDEN—GREAT BritTain’s TREATY OBLIGATIONS.—Question, 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour a 


ScortisH Epucation Bitt.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) , Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


CuurcHES (ScoTLAND) BrLut.—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


New MEMBER Sworn.—Augustine Roche, esquire, for the Borough of Cork 
NEWE€BILL. 


War Stores (Commission) Bill.—“ To facilitate the proceedings of the Com- 
missioners appointed to hold an investigation respecting War Stores in 
South Airica,” presented by Mr. “ttorney-General; supported by Mr. 
Solicitor-General ; to be read a secciid time to-morrow, and to be printed. 
[Bill 257.) .. 

Mortor-Car Act (1903) AMENDMENT. 

Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) av ar sie 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That leave be given to bring in a 
Bill to amend The Motor-Car Act, 1903.” 


Mr. Scott-Montaqu (Hampshire, New Forest) Te ee ee e 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 222 ; Noes, 58. (Division List No. 217.) 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Soares. Mr. Allhusen, Mr. Cawley, Mr. 
Cameron Corbett, Mr. Fuller, Mr. Lambert, Mr. Lyell, Mr. Nussey, Mr. 
Philipps, Mr. Remnant, Mr. Spear, and Mr. Wills. 


i Car Act (1903) Amendment Bill.—‘To amend the Motor Car Act, 
” Presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
a to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 258.] 


Mr. Speaker’s Retirement Bill.—Considered in Committee, and nee, 
without Amendment ; to be read the third time to- -morrow .. : ‘ 


Aliens Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 





Page 


383 
383 
384 
384 


384 


385 


385 


385 


386 


390 











TABLE OF CONTENTS. xlv 


‘ June 28.} Page 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
, Clause 1 :— 
, Amendment again proposed— 
“ In page 1, line 6, to leave out the word ‘ landed,’ and to insert the 
{ words ‘ prevented from landing.’”—(Mr. Trevelyan.) 
Question again proposed, “ That the word ‘ landed ’ stand part of the clause.” 
: Mr. Hunter Craig (Lanarkshire, Govan) .. a Be ae .. 391 
Sir Charles Renshaw (Renfrew, W.) ee i i - -- S92 
I Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .. me i i a 46 .. 391 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .. a ie .. 393 
; The Secretary of State for the Home 2 De partment ( Mr. Akers Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine’s) .. si a aa es ad -. 393 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) .. hy a ss a .. 395 
Mr. Renwick (Newcastle-on-Tyne) .. a os He ei re, 
Mr. Bright (Shropshire, Oswestry) . #4 = ie -. 398 
Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) e3 as es - .. 400 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Aves, 215; Noes, 169. (Division List No. 218.) 

Mr. Flynn (Cork Co., N.) .. a “ ay a mr .. 403 
Amendment proposed— 


‘“* In page 1, lines 6 and 7, to leave out the words ‘ United Kingdom,’ 
2 pag heen big g , 
ard insert the words ‘ Great Britain.’ ”>—(Mr. Flynn. 
y 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words ‘ United Kingdom’ stand part of the 
) clause.” 


Mr. Akers-Douglas .. ka “i ie as ya .. £06 
Mr. Hugh Law (Donegal, W. :) a ws ne a 3 .. 406 
Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; me .. 408 
The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness 8 Burghs) ‘3 .. 410 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) , ; : ae os .. 410 
Sir John Gorst (Cambridge U niversity) ae ne ee Ae .. 41l 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) ‘ és Ke a .. 412 
Mr. Leif Jones (W — Appleby). ? ” RF ics .. 412 
Sir Robert Finlay .. re ¥ as ae .. 413 
Mr. Hemphill (Tyrone, N.) - a ia ‘ + .. 414 
Sir Robert Finlay... he “a ce = es - .. 414 
Mr. Bryce... v7 me 5 wt hs ws +3 .. 415 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) xe a6 sf 7 re ee .. 415 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) .. Ke 9 + ain ~ .. 415 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. ae ay ne .. 416 
Mr. Higham x a - oo ae 
Mr. Austen Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxteth) a ie Ss .. 418 


Question put and agreed to. 
Mr. Lough .. ee xe 3 = a me a «« 419 











xlvi 


June 28.) 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 





Amendiment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words, ‘from an immigrant 
ship.’ °—(.Mr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr, Akers-Douglas 
Amendment, bv leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 7, to leave out from the word ‘ ship’ to the word 
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Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
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Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 


Question put and agreed to. 
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pose.’ °—(Mr. Secretary Akers-Douglas.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Austin Taylor 

Mr. W. Rutherford (Liverpool, West Derby) 
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Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
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Clause 1. 
The Marquess of Bristol .. ee 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 5, to leave out from the word ‘ Act’ to the second 
word ‘ the’ in line 7.”—(The Marquess of Bristol.) 


Lord Burghclere 
On Question, Amendment negatived. 
Lord Burghelere 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 1, line 7, after the second word ‘ the’ to insert the words 
‘ parochial, municipal or Parliamentary,’ and to leave out the words 
‘and inhabitants.’ ”—(Lord Burghclere.) 
The Marquess of seat 
Earl Carrington 
Lord Henceage 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words ‘ free of charge.’ ’— 
(The Marquess of Bristol.) 


Lord Heneage 

Lord Clifford of C hudleigh . 
Lord Burghelere ‘ 

Lord Zouche of Haryn gworth 
The Marquess of Ripon 


On Question, “ That. the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause,” their Lordships divided. Contents, 23; Not contents, 45. 


The Marquess of Bristol 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 11, to leave out from the word ‘ by’ to the word 
‘any’ in line 14.”"—(The Marquess of Bristol.) 


Lord Burghclere - 
Lord Stanley of Alderley 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Lord Heneage 
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Amendment moved— 

“Tr page 1, line 16, to leave out the words ‘ any of their agents,’ 
and insert the words ‘the responsible and duly appointed election 
agent of such candidate.’ ”—(Lord Heneage.) 

Amendment agreed to. 


The Marquess of Bristol .. a a os ee va 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 1, line 20, after the word ‘ given’ to insert the words ‘ and 
who, if required to do so, shall pay such accustomed charges as are 
payable by other persons using the rooms in the school.’ ”—(The 
Marquess of Bristol.) 

Lord Burghclere ‘a a a ma "a es ‘i « 
Lord Stanley of Alderley .. as ne xe a a as 
Lord Heneage “s ee “a os hia we oe ee 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury 
Amendment moved— 
“Tn page 1, line 20, after the word ‘ held ’ to insert the words ‘ on 


Sundays, nor on Ash Wednesday, Good Friday, Ascension Day, 
Christmas Day, nor.’”—(The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 22, after the word ‘the’ to insert the words 
‘religious or.’ ””—(The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 1, line 23, after the word ‘school’ to insert the words 

‘or with such other lawful use of the building as has under proper 
authority been customary, or if the use of the schoolrooms on the said 
day and at the said time has previously to the receipt of the notice 
of the meeting been granted for some other purpose.’ ”’—(7The Lor 
Archbishop of Canterbury.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 2 


Lord Clifford of siinsill sis te és Xe ng .. 502 
Lord Heneage : . as fa Sie “o ee co O02 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 10, to leave out the word ‘and,’ and insert the 
words ‘ provided that nothing contained in this Act shall prevent any 
school managers from making a fixed charge for the reasonable ex- 
penses incurred by them in connection with the necessary preparation 
of the room or rooms for the purposes of any meeting, including coals, 
lighting, and cleaning; and provided also.’ ”—(Lord Heneage.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 


“Tn page 2, to leave out paragraph (5) and to insert the following 
new ‘paragraph : 


‘(b) That (except during such times as an election 1s actually in 
progress) the right to use such rooms shall not be exercised by or on 
behalf of any particular candidate more than once in reference to the 
same candidature.’ ”»—(The Marquess of Bristol.) 





Lord Burgelere 502 
Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 
Amendment moved. 
“In Clause 2, page 2, line 14, to leave out the words ‘two occa- 
sions,’ and insert the words ‘ one occasion.’ ”—(Lord Burgclere.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury - ““ - _ .. 503 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 2, line 14, afte: the word ‘ year,’ to insert the words 
‘(c) That a day be appointed in each year on or before which the 
local education authority shall publish a schedule showing what school 
rooms within such district are liable during the ensuing twelve months 
to be used for public meetings by virtue of this Act.’ ”’—(Z'he Lord 
Archbishop of Canterbury.) 
Lord Burgclere ‘“ es _ — or a .. 503 
Lord Stanley of Alderley i we - oe es a .. 504 
Lord Herries .. _ +“ os oe ee oe .. 504 
Lord Heneage e oa 3 ae axe ate oe -» 505 
Earl Spencer ¥% ss + ¥s a es es .. 505 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, withdrawn. 


Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
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Clause 3: 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 17, to leave out the words ‘ Board of Education,’ 
and insert the words ‘local education authority for the district, pro- 
vided always that no room or building registered for divine worship, 
nor any room connected with or attached to any place licensed for the 
sale of intoxicating liquors shall be deemed a suitable room for the 
purposes of this Act.’ ”’—(Lord Burgelere.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 


Lord Monkswell wi - - T es as on -- 506 
Lord Burgclere og ‘ea $x “a - as a .. 506 


Clause 4 agreed to. Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee; and 
to be printed as amended. (No. 112.) 


ee of Licensed Premises (Christmas Day) (Ireland) Bill. [Tuirp 
EADING. | 


Order of the day for the Third Reading read. 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 3*.”—(Lord Avebury.) 
The Earl of Wemyss ‘a nA a e oe wis .- 506 
On Question, Bill read 3a, and passed. 
Sunday Closing (Shops) Bill [1.1.]. 
Order for the Day read for the House going into Committee 


Moved, “‘ That the House do now resolve itself into Committee.”—(Lord 
Avebury.) 


The Secretary of State for ia ee (The ee of Lansdowne) 507 
Lord Avebury ig ‘ re .. 5ll 
The Earl of Wemyss .. “a Ke es a a - .. 514 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and add at the end of the Motion 
the words ‘ this day three months,’ ”—(The Earl of Wemyss.) 


The Lord Bishop of London .. ‘is es es er i .. 515 
The Duke of Northumberland ts ‘<6 = Me es -. 516 
Earl Spencer .. ; ta 4a _ es + -- SB 
Lord Avebury a“ ¥ oe ~ a +s és <> ee 


On Question, “‘ Whether the word proposed to be left out shall stand part 
of the Motion,” their Lordships divided :—Contents, 14; Not-_ 
Contents, 35. 


House to be in Committee this day three months, 
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Criminal Cases (Reservation of Points of Law) Bill [1.1.] 


Amendments reported (according to order); and Bill to be read 3* To- 
MOrruw 


House adjourned at a quarter past Seven o'clock, till To-morrow, 
half-past Ten o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 29ra JUNE, 1905 
The House met at Two of the Clock, 


New Writ —New Writ for the County Down (West Down Division) in the 
room of Captain Arthur Hill (Chiltern Hundreds).—(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Reported, with 


Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow .. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow .. 


» 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow .. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 16) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment [PRovisIonAL ORDER confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow 


Tees Valley Water Board Bill [Lorps]; Hastings Tramways Bill [Lords] ; 
Southend and Colchester Light Railways Bill [Lords]. aero’ with 
Amendments. Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed . 


Weaver Navigation Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill read the third time .. 


Barrymore Estate Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment: Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time 
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University College, London (Transfer) Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with- 


out Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time .. 


Nottingham Corporation Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with Amendments, 
from the Police and Sanitary Committee ; ~—" to lie sa the Table, 
and to be printed en 


Whitby Urban District Council Bill [Lorps].—Reported, with Amendments, 
from the Police and Sanitary Committee ; Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed hia : “< 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs. 


That they have agreed to—Closing of Licensed Premises (Christmas 
Day) (Ireland) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill, 
without Amendment. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill, with an Amendment. 
Swansea Corporation Pill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to Rhymney Railway Bill [Lords], without Amendment 


PETITION. 


Loca AuTHORITIES (TAXATION AND PurcHAsE oF LAND) Brit.—Petition from 
Battersea, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GOVERNMENT Lazoratory.—Copy presented, of Report of the Principal 
Chemist upon the work of the Government Laboratory for the year ended 
March 51st, 1905, with Appendices [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. 


Post Orricr Savincs Banks.—Accounts presented, of all Deposits received and 
paid during the year ended December 31st, 1904, together with a Statement 
showing the aggregate amount of the liabilities of the Government to De- 
positors in the Post Office Savings Banks on December 31st, 1904, and the 
nature and amount of the Securities held by the Commissioners for the 
Reduction of the National Debt to meet those Liabilities at that date [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 215.] .. , “ 


Savines Banks AND FRIENDLY Socretres.—Accounts presented, showing the 
Interest accrued in respect of the Securities standing in the names of the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt to the credit of the 
Post Office Savings Banks Fund for the year ended December 31st, 1904, 
and of the Fund for the Banks for Savings and the Fund for Friendly 
Societies for the year ended November 20th, 1904 Lby ities to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 216.] .. , . ve - 


Nava Prize Monry.—Account presented, showing the Receipt and Expendi- 
ture of Naval Prize, Bounty, Salvage, and other Moneys between April 
Ist, 1904, and March dist, 1905 Lby Nii ; to lie — the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 217.] ‘ as Be ae a 
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MERCHANT SEAMEN’s Funp.—Account presented, of the Receipt and Expendi- 
ture under the Seamen’s Fund Winding-up Act from January Ist to 
December 31st, 1904 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. 


Deer Forests (HIGHLAND Crorrina CountiEs).—Return presented, relative 
thereto [ordered February 28th ; Mr. Weir]; to lie upon the Table .. 


Universitirs (ScotLanD) Act, 1889 (OrpinaNncr).—Copy presented, of Uni- 
versity Court Ordinance No. XI. (Edinburgh, No. 4) (Institution of Degrees 
in Veterinary Medicine and Surgery, and relative Regulations) [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 218.] .. - 


Universities (ScoTLaANp) Act, 1889 (OrpINANCE).—Copy presented, of Uni- 
versity Court Ordinance No. XII. (Edinburgh, No. 5) (Inclusion of Geo- 
graphy among the subjects qualifying for Graduation in Arts) Iby 7 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 219.] . se . 


Parer Lap vPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK oF THE Hovuse.—Lunacy.— 
Copy of Fifty-ninth Report of the Commissioners in Lunacy to the Lord 
Chancellor [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 220.] 


Wiretess TeLEGRAPHY.—Return ordered, “relative to the working of the 
Wireless Telegraph Act for the first three months of the year from Janu- 
ary Ist to March 31st, 1905, viz. :— 


(1) The number of messages, under the terms of the arrangement with 
the Marconi Company, handed by the general public to the Post Office for 
transmission to ships at sea ; 


(2) The number of these messager that failed to be delivered, showing 
for how many the senders applied for refund of the charges and the number 
(if any) for which the refund was refused, with the reasons for such refusal ; 


(5) The number of messages received from ships at sea and delivered 
by the Post Office to the general public ; 


(4) The amount of cash received during the three months by the Post 
Office for such inward and outward. messages, and the proportion due to 
the Post Office and the Marconi Company ; 


(5) The cost incurred during the same period by the Post Office in 
instructing the Postal Telegraph Offices throughout the country in con- 
nection with the Marconi service. 


Generally, in regard to the Wireless Telegraph Act, the number of licences 
to use wireless telegraphic apparatus applied for, with the name and 
nationality of the applicant, the name of the system, the position of 
working and radius of action, and the reasons for refusal (if any) of 
the licence or licences.” —(Captain Norton.) - 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Waite AND CoLourED Lazour IN THE TRANSVAAL Mines.—Question, Mr. 
Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton .. - 


CooTEHILL Union Fever HospiraAt—DEatTH OF A PATIENT AFTER AN OPERA- 
TION.—Question, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, E.); Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long a8 su a es 7 ba - - 
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H.M.S. “ Excettent ”’—Case or Stoker ParNe“i.—Question, Mr. Kendal 
O’Brien (Tipperary, Mid.) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. - ta 


THREATS To AssAssINATE Scorrish MrmpBers.—Question, Mr. MacVeagh 
(Down, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson ‘a - “es ms - 


SuceestEeD Rattway Station FoR KILcONNELL.—Question, Mr. Roche 
(Galway, E.); Answer, Mr. Bonar Law ne 


Duntop Pneumatic Tyre Company.—Question, Mr. McKean (Monaghan, §.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Bonar Law .. 


MonorovucH Scuoot TEacwer’s SALARY.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long a wis a ai “ as vie 


Lonerorp Minirary Manmuvres—DAMAGE TO Crops.—Question, Mr. J. P. 
Farrell (Longford, N.); Answer, Mr. Bromley Davenport .. <a ie 


CANNING’s STATUE.—Question, Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) ; Answer, Lord Balcarres 


Hyper Park Motor-Car ReGutations.—Question, Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ; 
Answer, Lord Balcarres .. se ie e - ¥e be a? 


Civiz ServicE Pensions.—Question, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.); Answer, 
Mr. Victor Cavendish .. i ne es a “s a «a 


INFANTILE MortTatity.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel; Answer, Mr. Gerald 
Balfour bi ii ‘“ a“ i - sd a “a - 


LEARNERS IN THE Dustin Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, 
College Green) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ae sta Pe as oP 


THe Post Orrice—Lorp STANLEY’s REVISION—-OVERSEERS AND RECLASSI- 
FICATION OF OFrFiceRS.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley .. oe oe ee oe ee ee ee 


Town Sus-Postmasters’ SALARIES.—Question, Mr. Schwann; Answer, Lord 
Stanley “se « Se “s ‘“ re “is a as - 


Factory INsPECTION IN THE PorttTeRtes—-Miss MArtTINDALE.—Question, 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. Akers- 
Douglas ws wi va an es s as a 2 os 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION ReTuRN.—Question, Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) ; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law .. a e ee cg a 


INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain we ne ea a aa a 


NuMBER OF EvuRoOPEANS AND Natives EMPLOYED IN INDIAN War MaTERIAL 
Factories.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick .. . ete 

“-+autTta High Court—“ Imperator v. Rott.” —Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick hg - ea a ab ae <a is ea 
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Inp1an LazBour FoR THE SoupAN.—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon saci ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ~ =~ $< “s P 


PROMOTION IN THE BeLrast Post Orrice.—Question, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.) ; 
Answer, Lord Stanley es “7 = +s 





FortHitt BuriaL Grounp, GALwAy.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. 


Walter Long 


ConsTaBLE Lyncu, Roya Irish CoNsTABULARY.—Question, Mr. Sloan; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Irish Lanp Commission Rutes.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long hie Pe ne - ~ os 


War Stores Scanpat—CoLtoneL Morean’s Promotion.—Question, Mr. 
Pirie (Aberdeen, N.); Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. 


Soutu Arrican Fietp Force CanteEN Accounts.—Question, Mr. Pirie ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


ArMY PromoTion WarRANT OF 1900.—Question, Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, 
Chelmsford) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Srrike or Haversack Makers at CHATHAM.—Question, Mr. Tennant ; Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


KryHam Dockyarp.—Question, Mr. Charles Allen (Gloucestershire, Stroud) ; 
Answer, The Civil Lord of the eased - Arthur we ee 
Fareham) . 


THe War Stores ScANDAL—GENERAL LYTTELTON’S TELEGRAMS.—Questions, 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answers, The Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Arnold-Forster) , as ict we ss a - 


Ricut or Army Orricers TO DEMAND A CourT-MartTIAL.—Question, Lieut.- 
Col. Pryce-Jones (Montgomery Borough) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary 
to the War Office (Mr. Bromley Devonport, Cheshire, Macclesfield). . 


THE SALes oF Surpius Stores 1n SoutH ArricA—DETAILS WANTED.—Ques- 
tions, Mr. MacKenna (Monmouthshire, N.), Major Seely (Isle of Wight), Mr. 
Herbert Samuel (Yorkshire, Cleveland), and Mr. Whitley (Halifax); An- 
swers, Mr. Bromley Davenport i ate ars ae ae 


Tue Montuiy Reports orf SALES or StorES—RESPONSIBILITY FOR DISCON- 
TINUANCE.—Questions, Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R. Elland), Mr. 
Labouchere (Northampton), Mr. Gibson Bowles and Mr. Lough nema, 
W.); Answers, Mr. Bromley Davenport and Mr. Arnold-Forster .. ‘ 


GENERAL Sir WILLIAM BUTLER AND THE War Stores ComMMIssiIoN.—Question, 
Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, The Prime Minister and First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


539 
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Lorp MILNER AND THE WAR StorEs.—Question, Mr. Labouchere ; Answer, 


The Secretary of State for the Colonies - ss ial Warwick and 
Leamington) ws ‘ : - .. 545 


InpIA—Lorp CurZzON AND THE MILITARY Cibiiaaten —Questions, Mr. Buchanan 
(Perthshire, E.) ; Answer, The on of State for India, (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) , we : Sa aa i ea .. 545 


OpEssA DiIstuRBANCES.—Questions, Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick), 
Mr. Gibson Bowles, and Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.); Answers, The 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Earl Percy, Kensington, 8.).. 545 


Motor-Car Spreep Limit.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason (Orkney and 
Shetland) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home —_——- - 
Akers- -Douglas (Kent, St. Augustine’s) = 546 


THE Mepicat Recistry.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, 
Mr. Akers-Douglas .. “ we i ~~ ee = a -- 547 


MontecomErY Non-Provipep ScHoots.—Question, Lieutenant Colonel Pryce- 
Jones; Answer, The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education, 
(Sir William Anson) Oxford University ei ‘a “a a .. 547 


Bic Ben.—Questions, Mr. J. F. Hope ne tena Answers, Lord 
Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) 548 


LeEMREWAY (STORNOWAY) SCHOOLMASTERSHIP.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
The Lord-Advocate (Mr. Scott-Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 2 .. 548 


Missinc BELFAST CHILDREN.—Questions, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 8.), Sir Ernest 
' Fowler (Bradford, W.); Answers, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. 
Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) Se ee ath ae ve wa -. 549 


Public Trustee and aaenind Bill.—Question, Mr. Charles aa Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ; as me 4 Sys : ie ~~ 550 


ELectric CARRIAGES IN HypE Park.—Question, M:. Scott-Montague (Hamp- 
shire, New Forest); Answer, Mr. A. J. Baliour ah és és .. 550 


Education (Scotland) Bill.—Questions, Mr. Charles iiacin saati 
Mid.) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour .. ’ 551 


MusicaL CopyricHt.—Questions, Mr. T. P. O’Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour x is ae e ae we .. 551 


Suppty [12TH ALLotrep Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 
Navy Estimates, 1905-6. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,768,300, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the expenses of the 
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Personnel for Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, etc., including the 


cost of Estab.ishments of Dockyards and Naval Yards at Home and 
Abroad, which will come in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1906.” 


Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) .. 

The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, W oodbridge) 
Sor Charles Dilke (Gloucestershwre, Forest of Dean) 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) .. ‘ 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) es 

Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) .. 

Mr. Philips (Pembrokeshire) 

Mr. Duke (Plymouth) - 

Mr. Buchanan (Perthshire, BE.) .. 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. 

Sir John Leng (Dundee) - 

Mr, Pretyman 

Sir Elliott Lees (Birkenhead) 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Suppry [121TH ALLorrep Day]. 
Jonsidered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.W., Thirsk) in the Chair.]} 
Navy Estimates, 1905-6. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,768,300, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Expenses of the 
Personnel tor Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, etc., including the 
cost of Establishments of Dockyards and Naval Yards at Home and 
Abroad, which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1906.” 


Sir Ellvott Lees 

Mr. Benn (Devonport) 

Mr, Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) 

Mr. Arthur Henderson (Durham, Barnard Castle) 
Sir Walter Plummer (Newcastle-on-Tyne) . 

Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) 

Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) 

Mr. Pretyman 

Mr. Power (W aterford, E. - 

Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Ti ydvil) 





Page 


552 
560 
567 
570 
573 
576 
579 
580 
582 
586 
588 
589 
590 


598 


603 
605 
607 
609 
612 
614 
617 
617 














TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixiii 
June 29.] : Page 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,768,200, be granted for the said service.”—(Mr. Keir Hardie.) 


Mr. Pretyman ¥a a 5 es a on a ee 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—A yes, 70; Noes, 116. (Division List No. 221.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to, 


2. £4,816,900, Shipbuiding, Repairs, Maintenance, ete.—Matervél, 
3. £7,827,800, Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance. etc.—Contract 
W cake, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,256,600, be granted to His Majesty, to defray the Expense of Vic 
tualling and Clothing for the Navy, including the cost of Victualling 
Establishments at Home and Abroad, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on March 31st, 1906.” 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next; Committee also report 
Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


UPPLY. [22ND JUNE, AFTERNOON SITING. | 
Resolution reported. 
Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMEN'S Estimates, 1905-6. Cxass II, 


“That a sum, not exceeding £10,633, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on March 31st, 1906, for 
the Salaries and Expenses of the office of His Majesty’s Secretary for 
Scotland and Subordinate Office, Expenses under The Inebriates 
Acts, 1879 to 1900, and Expenses under The Private Legislation Pro- 
cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, including a Grant in Aid of the Congested 
Districts (Scotland) Fund.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. Whitley (Halifax) . 622 
The Prime Maniour and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. ye Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) ; . 622 
Mr. Courtenay Warner (Sta flordshire, Lichfield) . - as -- 623 
Mr. Runciman co ae ee -- 623 


Mr. Arthur Henderson (Durham, Barnard Castle) Pe + -. 624 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. - e - a ‘“ 7 .. 624 


Motion made, and Question, “ That the debate be now adjourned ”—(Mr. 
A. J. Balfour),—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at five minutes before ‘lwelve o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 30TH JUNE, 1905 


The following Bills received the Royal Assent : 
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34. 
35. 
36. 


. Finance. 
. Closing of Licensed Premises (Christmas Day) (Ireland). 
. Metropolitan Police Provisional Order. 
. Alexander Scott’s Hospital Order Confirmation. 
. Grangemouth Waterworks and Burgh Extension Order Confir ation. 
. Arbroath Corporation Water Order Confirmation. 
. Dundee Water Order Confirmation. 
. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2). 
) 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3). 


. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4). 
. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5). 


. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7). 


) 

) 
. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6). 

) 
. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9). 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 15). 


. Local Government Provisional Order (Gas). 

. Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law). 

. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1). 

. Electne Lighting Provisional Order (No. 2). 

. Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 3). 

. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1). 

. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3). 

. Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tydfil Scheme Confirmation). 

. Walker and Wallsend Union Gas. 

. Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction Railway 


(Abandonment). 


. Cordoba and Rosario Railway. 

. Entre Rios Railways. 

. Marylebone Chapels. 

. West Cumberland Electric Tramways (Extension of Time). 
. Holy Trinity, Portsea. 

. Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, and Rochester Water. 


Commercial Union Assurance. 


. Mortgage Insurance Corporation. 


Truro Water. 
Hastings Harbour. 
Weybridge and Walton-upon-Thames Electric Supply. 


37. Chelsea Electricity Supply. 











ge 





June 30.] 


65. 
66. 
67. 
68. 
69. 
70. 
71. 
72. 
73. 
74. 
75. 
76. 
77. 
78. 
79. 
80. 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. lxv 
Page 


. Epping Gas. 

. South Suburban Gas, 

. Nottingham and Retford Railway. 

. Leeds and Liverpool Canal. 

. Metropolitan District Railway. 

. Orphan Working School and Alexandra Orphanage. 
. East Cowes Gas. 

. Hastings Harbour District Railway (Abandonment). 
. Tyneside Tramways and Tramroads. 

. Tralee Urban District Council. 

. Clay Cross Railway (Abandonment). 

. Great Berkhampstead Gas, 

. Mexborough and Swinton Tramways (Extension of Time). 
. Wrexham Gas. 

. Dublin Corporation (Superannuation), 

. South Oxfordshire Water and Gas, 

4. Clyde Navigation. 

. Great Eastern Railway. 

. Loughborough Corporation. 

. Norwich Union Life Insurance Society. 

. Higham and Hundred of Hoo Water. 

. South Metropolitan Gas. 

. Ilfracombe Harbour and Improvement. 

. Accrington District Gas and Water Board. 

. Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock, 
. Otley Improvement. 

. Accrington Corporation. 


Aylesbury Gas. 

Croydon Gas, 

Aberdare Urban District Council 

Colne Corporation. 

North Sussex Gas. 

South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Company. 
London United Tramways (Extension of Time). 
Alexandra Park and Palace. 

Metropolitan Railway. 

Barry Railway. 

Clacton Improvement. 

Dearne Valley Railway. 

Croydon Corporation. 

Stockport Corporation. 

Birmingham Corporation. 


Brentwood Gas. 
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81. Darien Gold Mining Company. 
82. Leven’s Patent. 

83. Rhymney Railway. 

84. Morley Corporation. 

85. McConnell’s Divorce. 

86. Lautour’s Divorce, 

87. Malone’s Divorce (Validation). 
88. Gamble’s Divorce 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examineis that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with : 
North British Railway (General Powers); Shropshire, Worcestershire, 
and Staffordshire Electric Power; Great Northern Railway (Ireland) ; 
London County Council (Money) ; Metropolitan Electric Tramways. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Lonpon County CounciL (GENERAL Powers) Bit. A petition of Messrs. 
Turner and Company, of 34, High Holborn, Loudon, Parliamentary Agents, 
praying for leave to present a petition of the Electrical Contractors’ Associa- 
tion and others, praying to be heard by counsel against the Bill, although the 
time limited by Standing Order No. 93 for presenting such petition has ex- 
pired ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table, and Standing Order No. 93 to be 
considered on Monday next in order to its being dispensed with in respect ot 
the said petition ; «“ 


StanDING ORDERS ComMITTEE. Report from, Thet the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Newry, Keady, and ‘lynan Light Railway 
Bill ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed to proceed. 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the London 
County Council (General Powers) Bill ought to be dispensed with, and the 
Bill allowed to proceed. Read and agreed to 


London and North-Western Railway Bill. Report from the Select Com- 
mittee , That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of 
the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. The orders made on the 5th and 6th instant discharged, 
and Bill committed i - - ve a “ie 9 


Corbett Estate Bill [H.u.]. Read 3* (according to order), and passed, and 
sent to the Commons fs ks e iis 2 ae ste 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill. Read 3* (according to order), and passed 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


DusLIn Hospitats.—Forty-seventh Report of the Board of Superintendents 
of Dublin Hospitals, with appendices, for the year 1904-1905 we 


Jupic1aL Sratistics (IRELAND) 1904. Part II. Civil Statistics. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 629 
Woops, Forrsts, AND Lanp REevENvES.—Eighty-third Report of the Com- 
missioners of His Majesty’s Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, dated 
29th June, 1905. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 629 
INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON SHIPPING LAW. 
Lord Muskerry 629 
Moved to resolve, “ That, in the opinion of this House, it is desirable that, 
in interests of British shipping, His Majesty’s Government should ensure 
that this country should be represented at the International Conference 
on Shipping Law about to be held in Belgium to consider the draft codes 
relating to collisions at sea and salvage.” —(Lord Muskerry.) 
Lord Alverstone 633 
The Secretary of State jor Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 634 
Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Horse Disks IN IRELAND. 
The Earl of Mayo .. -- 635 
The Under-Secretary of State jor War (The Earl o} ‘Donoughmore) 636 
Criminal Cases (RESERVATION OF Pornts oF Law) BILL [H.L.]. | THIRD READING]. 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading read. 
Moved, “* That the Bill be now read 3*,”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 
Earl Russell 638 
The Lord Chancellor (The Earl ah Halsbury) 639 
Lord Alverstone 640 
The Lord Chancellor 641 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 6, page 3, line 4, to insert the following sub-sections : 
(3) The provisions of this Act relating to legal aid on the hearing of a 
case stated shall not apply to Ireland. -(4) Rules of Court made under 
Section 61 of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act (IRELAND), 1877, 
may regulate generally the practice and procedure under this Act in 


Ireland.’ ”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. - 
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Amendment moved— . 


“In Clause 7, page 3, line 6, to leave out from the word ‘ may ’ te 
the word ‘ be’ in line 8. * (The ‘Lord Chancellor. ) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Moved, “ That the Bill do pass.” —( The Lord Chancellor.) 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


a quarter before Eleven o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 30ra JUNE, 1905. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bits |Lorps] (StanpING OrDERS NoT PREviousLy INQuIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED wrrd).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 


Bristol Blind Asylum Bill [Lords]. 

Central Electric Supply Bill [Lords]. 

County of London Electric Supply Company Bill [Lords]. 
Humber Co™servancy Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


Great apetom: sesitinad a. —Lords Amendments considered, and agent 
to 


Highland Railway Bill.—Lords Amendment considered, and agreed to 


Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution Bill [Lorps].—As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time .. : ‘ . 


Electric Lighting Provisional ome nasil 0 Bill.—Lords Amendment 
considered, and agreed to 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 16) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill.—Read the third time and passed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) 
Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time upon eae 
next, we ve oe oe owe 








House adjourned at a quarter past Five o’clock, to Monday next, 
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PrivATE BiLts (Group L)—Ordered, That the said William Beldam do attend 
the Committee on Group L of Private Bills = —, next, at half- 


past Eleven of the clock ‘ ‘ .. 642 
MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Great Western wantin 
(New Railways) Bill, with Amendments “3 643 
PETITIONS. 


JuvENILE SmMoxine Biii.—Petition from Battersea, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table Me we - a v4 es ne ne ae .. 643 


LICENSED Premises (Hours or CLosina).—Petition from Ti .twistle, for altera- 
tion of Law; to lie upon the Table... - - vi we .. 643 


Pustic Lipraries Bitu.—Petition from Battersea, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table as as oe es we a ny a oe -. 643 


Sunpay Crosine (SHops).—Petition from Battersea, for legislaticn; to lie 
upon the Table... we “i re we x a wa .. 643 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Woops, Forests, aND LaNnp REvENuESs.—Copy presented, of Eighty-third 
Report of the Commissioners, dated 29th June, 1905 [by 7 to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 221.] .. ea -- 643 


Dusiin Hosptrats.—Copy presented of Forty-seventh Report of the Board 
Superintendence, with siete for the ie 1904-5 ® [by venieeieiiun 
lie upon the Table ‘ 643 


CRIMINAL AND JupIctIaL Statistics (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Criminal 
and Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the year 1904. Part II. Civil Statistics 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. Ks ‘ . 663 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Scotch ConGcESTED Districts BoARD’s APPRENTICING SCHEME FoR Boys.— 
Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson .. 643 


DisEAsE OF BEEcH TREES.—Question, Mr. Allhusen (Hackney, Central); An- 
swer, Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes - ws “ oi - - .. 644 


ERECTION oF FLIGHT oF WOODEN Steps IN Front oF ADMIRALTY BUILDINGS.— 
Question, Mr. Allhusen; Answer, Lord Balcarres... es wd .. 644 


DISTURBANCES AT ODESSA—PROTECTION OF British LIVES AND PROPERTY.— 
Question, Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flint Boroughs); Answer, Earl Percy .. .. 645 


LaBourERS’ CoTTaGEs IN THE FERMoY, MALLOow, AND MICHELSTOWN RURAL 
Districts.—Question, Mr. Wm. Abraham _— wee N.E. ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long a a oe 645 
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Shipowners’ Negligence (Remedies) Bill.—Bill, as amended (by the Standing 
Committee), considered. 


Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) .. + ne i - .. 646 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 6, after the word ‘ injuries’ to insert 
the words ‘ including fatal injuries.’ ”’—(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Harry Samuel (Tower Hamlets, Limehouse) .. - a v« 
Mr. Chas. McArthur (Liverpool, Exchange) : i .. 647 
The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) - .. 648 


Questions put, and agreed to. 
Sir Albert Rollit ie, BA ve 3 a ay or .» 648 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn Clause 1, page 1, line 10, after the word ‘ thereof’ to insert the 


words ‘ or of any defect in the ship or its apparel or equipment,’ ’’— 
(Sir Albert Rollit. ) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Harry Samud .. pa - vi - .. 648 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Luke White (Yorkshire, E.R., Buckrose) .. vs va .» 648 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 12, to leave out from the word ‘ thereof’ 
to end of clause, and insert the words ‘the person or persons entitled to 
recover such damages shall in England have the like remedies by warrant 
for arrest of the ship in the Admiralty Division of the High Court of 
Justice, or in any County Court having Admiralty jurisdiction, as if the 
claim for damages were a claim for wages, and such remedies shall be 
subject to such provisions as to bail, entering a caveat, and otherwise as 
are applicable to proceedings in rem for recovery of wages, and shall in 
Ireland have the like remedies under the Court of Admiralty (Ireland) 
Act, 1867, and the Court of Admiralty (Ireland) Amendment Act, 1876, 
and otherwise, and subject to such provisions as aforesaid as if the claim 
for damages were a claim for wages.’ ”’—(Mr. Luke White.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out, to the word 
‘consignee,’ in line 19, stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir Robert Finlay .. i me os és .. 649 


Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea Districts) ¥s as ns -_ .. 650 
Sir Albert Rollit .. on 6 ‘a “x ay - .. 650, 


Amendment , by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 19, after the word ‘ consignee’ to insert © 
the words ‘ or agent.’ ”—(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Question put and agreed to. 
Mr. Charles McArthur i es +s a ee es .. 651 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, after line 25, to insert the words ‘ (2) The 
words “* person applying ”’ in this section shall include an employer who 
has paid compensation or against whom proceedings for compensation 
have been taken under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, or any 
Act amending the same, and who alleges that he is entitled to be in- 
demnified under such Act or Acts by the owner of the ship.’ ””>—(Mr. 
Charles McArthur.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Robert Finlay .. “2 ‘~ i ia - <a .. 652 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxteth) ay ies re .. 653 
nendment proposed to the Bill. 


“In Clause 1, page 2, line 4, after Sub-section (2), to insert the 
words ‘(3) In the event of the owner, master, or consignee of a de- 
tained ship not making satisfaction in respect of the injuries, or within — 
a reasonable time giving security as aforesaid, His Majesty’s Courts shall 
have jurisdiction to hear and determine any legal proceeding that may 
be instituted in respect of the injuries and to give judgment against such 
owner, master, or consignee as if he had been served with legal process, 
and the ship so detained shall be made answerable for the claim and for 
the satisfaction of any judgment obtained thereon.’ ”—(Mr. Ausitn 
Taylor.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 

Sir Robert Finlay .. aa sg Ra a ee es -. 654 
Question put, and negatived. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— —s_~ 
“In page 2, line 8, to leave out the words ‘ expression,’ ‘ harbour,’ 


‘ has,’ and insert the words ‘ expressions ’ ‘ port ’ and ‘ harbour’ have.” 
—(Mr. Charles McArthur.) 
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Question proposed “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Sir Robert Finlay ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 654 
Question put and negatived. 
Words inserted. 
Sir Albert Rollit ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 655 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 2, line 98, at the end, to add the words ‘ And for the pur- 
poses of this Act, if the principal place of business of a body corporate 
shall be in the United Kingdom, the owner shall be deemed to reside 
therein.’ ”—(Sir Albert Rollit.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there added.” 


Sir Robert Finlay .. ott ee oe th oe es ~~ 


at 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 2, line 9, at the end, to add the words—‘And if the owner 
of a ship is a corporation it shall for the purpose of this Act be deemed 
to reside in the United Kingdom if it has an office in the United Kingdom 
at which service of a writ can be effected. ’ ” 


Amendment agreed to. 


Sir Robert Finlay .. - i - is ys ip -. 656 


. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“ In page 2, to add as a new sub-section the words, ‘ Where an em- 
ployer has paid compensation under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1897, toa workman who would have been entitled to the remedy 
given by this section if he proceeded against the owners of the ship for 
damages instead of against his employer for compensation under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, and the employer claims to be 
entitled to be indemnified by the owner of the ship under Section 6 of 
the said Act, the employer for the purpose of enforcing that indemnity 
shall have the same remedy under this section as the workman would 
have had to enforce his claim for damages. ’ ”—(The Attorney-General.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


Public Trustee and Executor Bill—As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee) considered. 


Mr. Harmood Banner (Liverpool, Everton) 
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A clause (Employment of solicitors and banks and accountants). 


“In page 4, after Clause 10, to insert the following clauses :—- 
‘ Where a testator, settler, or other creator of any trust directs or author- 
ises the employment of any particular solicitor or firm of solicitors 
or bank, or accountant or firm of accountants, or where either the co- 
trustee of the public trustee, or the persons appearing to the public 
trustee to be for the time being entitled to the income of the trust, or 
if they are infants, their guardians, require the employment of any 
particular solicitor, or firm of solicitors, or bank or accountant, or firm 
of accountants, that solicitor, or firm of solicitors, or bank, or account- 
ant or firm of accountants, shall be employed as the solicitor or bank, or 
accountant to the trust, unless removed for good cause by the Court upov 
the application of the public trustee, or of any person appearing to the 
Court to be interested in the trust. 


‘ Where it appears to the public trustee that any solicitor, or firm 
of solicitors, or bank, or accountant or firm of accountants, has been or- 
dinarily employed in matters connected with any trust he may on the 
application or with assent of any of such persons as appear to him to 
be principally interested in the income of the trust, for the time being 
employ such solicitor, or firm of solicitors, bank, or accountant or firm 
of accountants as the solicitor or bank or accountant to the trust. Where 
a solicitor or firm of solicitors or bank, or accountant or firm of account- 
ants, is employed in pursuance of this clause the Consolidated Fund 
shall not be liable to meet any liability arising from any default of such 
persons or bank, and the public trustee shall not be deemed to have 
notice of any matter merely by reason of such persons or bank having 
had notice thereof.’ ”—(Mr. Harmood-Banner.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


~ 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) ai 7 ¥ ” .. 660 
Mr. Edmund Faber (Hampshire, Andover) re as es .. 663 


Mr. Harwood (Bolton) .. “n ‘i Mw mn .. 664 
Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield Central) a .. 665 
The Solicitor-General (Sir Edward Carson, Dublin U ieee. .. 665 


Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 

The House went ; and, being returned— 

Mr. SpeakeEr reported the Royal Assent to a number of Bills. (See page 625.) 
Question again proposed, “ That the clause be read a second time.” 

Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. Slack (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) ee ee - .. 668 
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A clause (Vesting of lands in public trustee)— 


“In page’2, after Clause 3, to insert the following clause :—In any 
case where (a) The put lic trustee is appointed (whether by the Court or 
otherwise and whether as an original or new trustee) to be trustee of any 
will, settlement, or other instrument or to perform any trust or duty 
belonging to a class which he is authorised by any general order under 
this Act to accept ; or (b) Probate of a will or letters of administration 
are granted to the public trustee ; or (c) The estate of a deceased person 
has been transferred to the public trustee foradministration jointly with 
any other person or corporation aggregate or sole, then and in such 
case the several provisions following shall apply and have effect (that 
is to say) :—(1) If sufficient cause is shown, a Judge of the Chancery 
Division of the High Court, on an application by or on behalf of a private 
trustee or a beneficiary, may, in bis discretion, order that any lands or 
any term, estate, or interest in lands subject to the trusts of such will, 
settlement, or instrument, or to which such trust or duty relates, or 
or forming part of the state of the testator or intestate or of the estate 
so transferred to the public trustee for administration jointly with such 
person or corporation as aforesaid shall be vested in the public trustee 
alone, and thereupon the same shall vest in the public trustee and his 
successors for all the estate and interest jointly holden by the public 
trustee and such other person or corporation without any conveyance 
or assurance thereof; and no such vesting order shall take effect in 
respect of any copyhold land without the consent of the lord of the 
manor, and such Judge may direct such periodical or other payment 
as such Judge may think fit to be made to the lord of the manor in 
compensation for fines or other profits which would have become due 
upon death or admittance of tenants; (2) Unless a Judge of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court shall on the application of a 
private trustee or a beneficiary by order at any time otherwise 
direct, and subject to any such order the public trustee shall, 
whether any such vesting order as aforesaid shall have been made 
or not, be deemed a bare’ trustee, and shall permit such other 
person or corporation as aforesaid to have the possession, manage- 
ment, and control of such lands, or term, estate, or interest in lands 
as aforesaid and the application of the income thereof as if the same 
had been vested in them ; (3) If sufficient cause is shown a Judge of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court on an application by or on behalf 
of a private trustee or a beneficiary may in his direction order that any 
securities or other personal property or effects subject to the trusts of 
such will or settlement, or to which such trust or duty relates, or form- 
ing part of the estate of the testator or intestate or of the estate trans- 
ferred to the public trustee for admit istration jointly witb such person 
or corporation as aforesaid, shall be transferred to or deposited with the 
public trustee alone ; (4) Unless a Judge of the Chancery Division of 
the High Court snall on the application of a private trustee or a bene- 
ficiary by order at any time otherwise direct, and subject to any such 
order the public trustee shail allow the dividends, interest, or income of 
such securities, personal estate, or effects until the same shell have 
been transferred or deposited with him alone to be received by sach 
other person or corporation as aforesaid, and if and when the same shall 
have been transferred to or deposited with him alone shall, without any 
fee or charge pay or cause to be paid such dividends, interest, or income 
to such other person or corporation as aforesaid, or as they shall in 
writing direct ; (5) Whether such lands, or term estate, or interest 
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in lands as aforesaid shall have been vested in, or such securities, 
personal estate, or effects as aforesaid, shall have been transferred to or 
deposited with, the public trustee alone or not, no sale of such lands, 
term estate, or interest in lands, or such secrrities, or personal estate, 
or effects as aforesaid shall be made except with the consent of the 
public trustee under his seal, and no document required for the purpose 
of effecting any such sale (and not being an instrument of transfer of 
any stock, shares, or securities entered in the books of any company or 
other body) shall be valid or effectual unless executed by the public 
trustee under his seal. Provided always that if the public trustee, when 
requested by such other person or corporatior as aforesaid to give such 
consent in writing or to execute such document as aforesaid, shall 
unreasonably refuse or neglect to give such consent or to execute such 
document, any private trustee or any beneficiary may apply to a Judge 
of the Chancery Division of the High Court for an order directing the 
public trustee to give such consent or execute such document, and the 
Judge may make such order upon the application as he may think fit, 
including, if the Judge think fit, an order for the payment of the costs 
of the application by the public trustee. The public trustee shall forth- 
with act in accordance with any order made under this section directing 
him to give such consent or execute such document as aforesaid. Save 
as in the foregoing portion of this sub-section is enacted the consent or 
concurrence of the public trustee shall. not be required to or in the 
execution or exercise by such other person or corporation as aforesaid 
of any trusts or powers relating to or affecting any such lands, term 
estate, or interest in lands, securities, personal estate, and effects as 
aforesaid, and requiring the exercise of any discretion.” —(Mr. Slack.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Sir Edward Carson .. aia tg ae a Se és .. 671 


Question put and negatived. 


bo 


Mr, Slack... “a + oa 7 ei es - . & 
A clause (Retirement of private trustees)— 


“In Page 4, after Clause 9, to insert the following clause :— 

(1) Where the public trustee is appointed to be a trustee of any trust 
¢ jointly with any private trustee, and such private trustee shall by deed 
declare that he is desirous on the ground of the appointment of the 
public trustee of being discharged from the trust,then the private trustee 
desirous of being so discharged shall be deemed to have retired from the 
trust and shall by the deed be discharged therefrom under this Act with- 
out the consent of any other person being necessary thereto and with- 
out any new trustee being appointed in his place and notwithstanding 
that after such discharge the public trustee will be sole continuing 
trustee of the trust. (2) Any assurance or thing requisite for vesting 
the trust property in the continuing trustees or trustee alone shall be 
executed or done. (3) When a deed by which a retiring trustee is dis- 
che ed under this Act contains a declaration by the trustee so dis- 
charged to the effect that any estate or interest in any land subject to 
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the trust or in any chattel so subject or the right to recover or receive 
any debt or other thing in action so subject shall vest in the continuing 
trustee or trustees alone that declaration shall without any convey- 
ance or assignment operate to vest in the continuing trustee or trustees 
alone if more than one as joint tenants and tor the purposes of the 
trust the estate interest or right to which the declaration relates. This 
sub-section does not relate to any legal estate or interest in copyhold 
or customaryhold land or to land conveyed by way of mortgage for 
securing money subject to the trust, or to any such share stock annuity 
or property as is only transferable in books kept by a company or other 
body or in manner directed by or under Act of Parliament. For the 
purpose of registration of the deed in any registry the trustee so dis- 
charged shall be deemed the conveying party, and the conveyance 
shall be deemed to be made by him under a power conferred by this 
Act. (4) This section applies to trusts created either before of after 
the commencement of this Act.””—(Mr. Slack.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause be read a second 


time.” 

Sir Edward Carson ‘ +s “ ole .. 673 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E. . “ - oe os .» 673 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. we i - x is 68 
Sir Robert Reid o4 = ee oe os - .» 674 
Mr. H. D. Greene (Shrewsbury) on ze .. 674 
Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore (Lincolnshire; Gainsborough) “s .. 674 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 39; Noes 194. (Division List No. 222). 
Mr. Slack }... - “a as ea + o a oe O77 


A clause (Public trustee to give security) — 


“In page 4, after Clause 10, to insert the following clauses :— 
‘The public trustee shall, within one month after his appointments as 
sole trustee of any trust exceeding the value of £10,000, or after the 
grant to him alone of probate or letters of administration in respect of an 
estate exceeding that value, give security to the satisfaction of the Board 
of Trade for the due application of the trust property to such an amount 
as shall be the estimated amount of the trust property which, under or 
by virtue of such trust or grant, will come to his hands or be under his 
control. ’”’—(Mr. Slack.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Sir Edward Carson Ae ar “ ae ee on ee 677 


Amendment and Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
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A clause (Audit of accounts of public trustee). 


“ Once in every year the accounts of every trust of which the public 
trustee is sole trustee shall be audited and a report thereon made by 
the auditor appointed by the Board of Trade, and any beneficiary 
under such trust shall be entitled to attend such audit, and to take 
at his own expense or make copies of and extracts from any books or 
documents of account.”—(Mr. Slack.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


© Sir Edward Carson .. ei ae ts Re aa me -- 678 
‘i Mr. Gibson Bowles .. ae x ae 7" = me ee OF 
Sir Henry Fowler .. ae it «s ne ~- oe eo 679 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause, as Amended, added to the Bill. 


Mr. Slack .. - es ~ ee ee .. 680 
Sir A. Helder (Whitehaven) a ne oa ee ee «- 680 


A clause (Meeting of beneficiaries). 


** Within one month after the completion of the said audit the 
public trustee shall convene a meeting of the beneficiaries under the 
trust and the guardians of such beneficiaries as are minors, and shall 
report to them the position of the affairs of the trust and lay before 
them the accounts of the trust for the last year, as audited by the said 
auditor, together with the report of the said auditor thereon.” —(Mr, 
Slack.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Clause be read a second 


time.” 

" Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, saa eee “a “ es +s .. 681 
Sir Henry Fowler .. - ee ‘3 a3 .. 681 
Sir Edward Carson .. a + a MY o a .. 682 


Motion and Clause by leave withdrawn. 
Mr, Slack .. wi oe oi - we “i as -- 682 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
{ “In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ trustee,’ to insert the words 
‘for every district created for the purposes of this Act,’”—(Mr, 
Slack.) 
Question proposed, ‘“‘ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Sir Edward Carson .. wh ee a a ve ne .. 683 
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Question put and negatived, 
Ser Edward Carson ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 15, to leave out the word ‘ High,’ ”—(Mr. 
Solicitor-General.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Str Edward Carson .. as oe $ ee oe ee 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 1, line 15, at end to insert the words, ‘ (4) The entry of 
the public trustee by that name in the books of a company shall not con 
stitute notice of a trust, and a company shall not be entitled to object 
to enter the name of the public trustee on its books by reason only that 
the public trustee is a corporation. ’””—(Mr. Solicitor-General.) 

Amendment agreed to 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 16, at beginning to insert the words, ‘ Subject to 
the provisions of this Act.’ ”°—(Mr. Slack.) 


Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page |, line 17, after the word ‘ s +ttlement,’ to insert the words, 
‘or other instrument creating a trust.’ ””—(Mr. Slack.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. L. D. Greene 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 1, lines 18 and 19, to leave out the words, ‘ a general order 
under this section,’ and insert the words, ‘ the rules to be made under 
this Act.’ ”—(Mr. L. D. Greene.) 

Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 26, at end, to insert the words, ‘ (2) Where the 
public trustee has been appointed a trustee of any trust, a co-trustee 
may retire from the trust under and in accordance with Section 11 of the 
Trustee Act, 1893, notwithstanding that there are not more than two 
trustees.’ ’—(Sir Edward Carson.) 





Page 


633 


684 








=" 





TABLE OF CONTENTS} Ixxix 


June 30.) Page 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Butcher (York) ~ “a - es aa ve eo 685 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“ At the end, to add the words, ‘ but the consent ot the parties men- 
tioned in such section shall not be required.’ ”—(Mr, Butcher.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there added to the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Sur Edward Carson ee - ie és ‘es a .. 683 
Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question put, and agreed to. 

Mr. Slack ee ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 686 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“Tn Clause 2, page 1, line 26, at the end to insert the words ‘ (2) 

The public trustees shall not be so appointed either as a new or addi- 

tional trustee. Where the will, settlement, or other instrument creating 

the trust or duty contains a direction to the contrary.—(Mr. Slack.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Sir Edward Carson .. “a ee ai ne Pe re -- 686 


Sir Henry Fowler .. - a ies ~ i .. 687 
Sir Albert Rollit haaiaih 8. ‘ ae se ts = AP .. 688 
Sir Robert Reid + - re 7 wa ‘i ~~ 689 
Mr. Butcher ws is sts ee - oF “a .. 689 
Mr. Samuel Evans we ir i - ‘aa - .. 689 
Mr. Harwood Banner ‘ re es a «« 690 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester- le- -Street) a ar Pi ee GUO 
Mr. Gibson Bowles re Si es =P a .. 690 
Mr. Perks (Linéolnshire, Louth) <i a es . e- 61 
Sir F. Diwon Hartland (Mid iddlesex, Uabridy dye ‘ee ws -" -- 692 
Sir A. Helder ‘ < fs Ae -. 692 


a 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


* At the end, to add the words ‘ unless the Court otherwise 
order.’ ”—(Mr. Solicitor-General.) 


Col. Pilkington (Lancs., Newton) .. 7 ‘as a ae -- 693 
Question put, “ That those words be there added.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 213; Noes, 55. (Division List No. 223.) 


Words, as amended, inserted in the Bill. 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“ At the end of the last Amendment to insert the words, ‘ (b) 
Where the appointment is objected to by any persons beneficially en- 
entitled whether for life or in remainder or otherwise and whether 
absolutely or contingently to not less than one-half in value of the trust 


property, or if they are infants by their guardians, unless the Court 
otherwise order.’ ”’—(Mr. Slack.) 


Question put, “ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” a 
The House divided :—Ayes, 213 ; Noes, 36. (Division List No. 224.) 


And, it being after half-past Five of the clock, further consideration of the 
Bill, as amended, stood adjourned. 


Bill, as amended, to be further considered upon Friday next. 


War Stores (Commission) Bill.—[Srconp Reapina.]—Order for the Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Read a second time, and committed for Monday next ‘“ ee -- 699 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put, 
in pursuance of Standing Order No. 3. 


Adjourned at twenty-one minutes before Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 3rp JULY, 1905. 


Sat First.—The Lorp Bowes (E. Strathmore and wants sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his father es ; ; « 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CuaNcELLor acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examines that the Stand- 
ing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :— 

South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas and Coke Company [H.L.]. 


And also the Certificate that the Standing Orders have not been complied 
with in respect of the Petition for the following Bill :— 


Dover Harbour. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table os ore er na .. 701 
Dover Harbour—(Petition for Bill).—Examiners’ Certificate of non-com- 


pliance with the Standing Orders reterred to the deinen: Orders Committee 
on Thursday next - ‘ e ; ‘ oe “TOI 
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Dublin United Tramways Bill —The CHatrman or Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The order made 
on Tuesday last discharged, and Bill committed ies ‘a es 


Tramways Order Confirmation (No 1) Bill [#.L.].—Reported from the Select 
Committee with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bill [u.1.].—Committed 


Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light Railway Bill ; London County Council 
(General Powers) Bill; North British Railway (General Powers) Bill; 
Shropshire, Worcestershire, and Staffordshire Electric Power Bill; Great 
Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill; London County Council (Money) Bill; 
Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill.—Moved, “That the order made on 
the 16th day of March last, “ That no Private Bill Brongn from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time after the 2 27th day of June next,” 
be dispensed with, and that the Bills be now read 2°; agreed to. Bills 
read 2* accordingly i a ed ae a + “ a 


Newry, Keady and Tynan Light Railway Bill.—Committed 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill; North British Railway 
(General Powers) Bill—Committed. The Committees to be proposed by 
the Committee of Selection x A a ws we a » 


Shropshire, | hebeesmendn and nieeieniawintn Electric Power Bill.— 
Committed . ‘ : : : AY , ae 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill.—Committed. The Committee to 
be proposed by the Committee of Selection es i ae 


London County Council (ener) asi a Electric Tramways 
Bill.—C-mmitted .. ‘ “a oe 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill [H.1.].—Read 53, Amend- 
ments msde, Bill passed. and sent to the Commons - “3 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill.—Standing Order No. 93 
considered (according tw order), and dispensed with, with respect to a 
Petition of the Electrical C.ntracturs’ Association and others. Leave 
given to present the said Petition. . 


Malvern Water Bill.—Br — from the Cummons; read 1"; and referred 
to the Examiners , - are ee ee ag ie 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill: Highland Railway 


Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amendment agreed to 


Great Northern Railway Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to . a - he “s “i 
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Local Government Provisional Order (No. 16) Bill (No. 115): Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill (No. 116); Electric Lighting 
Provisions! Orders (No. 4) Bill (No. 117); Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill (No. 118); Electric Lighting Provisional Orders \No. 6) Bill 
(No. i19).—Brought from the Commons and read 1"; to be printed; and 
referred to the Examiners iu i. ie ats ‘ 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FIsHERIES (SCOTLAND).—Twenty-third Annual Report of the Fishery Board 
for Scotland, te for the year 1904. Part III. Scientific Investi- 
gations . ee oe oe : 


BoaRD OF AGRICULTURE AND FISHERIES (AGRICULTURAL Statistics, 1904). 
—Report on the agricultural returns relating to acreage and produce of 
crops and number of live stock in Great Britain, with summaries for 
the United Kingdom, British possessions, and foreign countries, and 
particulars of prices, imports, and exports of agricultural produce 


ExpLosives Act, 1875.—Twenty-ninth Annual Report of His Majesty’s 
Inspectors of Explosives, being their Annual Report for the year 1904. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


GREENWICH HosPITAL AND Travers’ FounpaTIon.—Statement of estimated 
income and expenditure of Greenwich Hospital and of Travers’ Foundation 
for the year 1905-1906 . 


Pustic Works Loan Boarp.—Thirtieth Annual wiae of the Public Works 
Loan Board, 1904-1905 (with Appendices) , - - 


Paciric CABLE Act, 1901 (Account 1904~-1905).—Account showing the money 
issued from the Consolidated Fund under the provisions of the Pacific Cable 
Act, 1901, and the money received, expended, and borrowed. and securities 
created under the said Act, to the 3lst March, 1905; er with _ 
of the Chairman of the Pacific Cable Board . Ks ne : 


Po.tune Districts (CouNTy oF CAMBRIDGE).—Order made by the County 
Council of the county of Cambridge redividing the Eastern District of the 
county into polling districts. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table .. : a ns es a mn 


Imports FROM British CoLoNIEs.—Return respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Address of this day) and to be printed. (No. 120) 


Shipowners’ Negligence (Remedies) Bill.—Brought from the Commons and 
read 1*; to te printed; and to be read 2* on Tuesday the 11th instant. 
(The Lord Ludlow.) (No. 113) .. is a sp - e 

Mr. Speaker’s Retirement Bill.—Brought from the Commons and read 1*; 
to be printed ; and to be read 2* to-morrow. (The seis of Lansdown). 
(No. 114) ee ee ee ee ee ee ee 


Imports FROM BriITISH COLONIES. 


The Earl of Portsmouth oe ee ee ee se ee ee 
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Moved, “‘ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty for a 
Return showing the average wholesale prices in the months of June and 
December in each year from 1890 to 194, inclusive, of the following articles 
imported from the principal exporting British Colonies: wheat. oats, 
beef, fresh (including frozen), butter, cheese, and wool.”—(The Earl of 
Portsmouth.) 


The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Duke of Marlborough) 
On Question, Motion agreed to. 
Return ordered accordingly. 
THE ReEcENT EARTHQUAKE IN INDIA. 


Lord Tweedmouth .. 
The Under-Secretary of State ‘for I ndia (The Marquess of Bath) . 


Motor Car SPEED. 


Earl Russell .. wi ei is 
Lord Herries , = - 
Lord Kenyon 

Lord Balfour of Burleis gh . 


Motor-Cars IN HypgE Park. 


The Earl of Rosslyn .. 

The First Commissioner of Works (Lord Windsor).. 
The Marquess of aid es 
Lord Vivian ‘ 


House adjourned at Six o’clock, till To-morrow, half-past Ter 
o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 3rp JULY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Britis [Lorps] (StanpDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED wiTH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Privete Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Newcestle-upon-Tyne Corpora- 
tion Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Private Bit Petitions [Lorps] (SranpING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).— 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not been complied 
with, viz. :—Dover Harbour Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the — be 
referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders ws “s 
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ProvistonaL OrDER Brus [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CompLieD wITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the St nding Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz. :—Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) B.ll [Lords]. Ordered 
that the Bill be read a second time to-morrow es es fe 

Seaham G23 Bill ; Sw-.asea Corporation Ti1.—Lords Amendments considered, 
and agreed to “a as . 


Barrymore Estate Bill [Lorps].—Read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment ne ba +“ or we ae - - ee 


Hythe Corporation Bill [Lorps]; Stepney Borough Council (Superannua- 
tion) Bill [Lords].— Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments .. 


University College, London (Transfer) Bili [Lorps]; Weaver Naviga- 
tion Bill [Lords].—Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment .. 


London County Council etnmaeiaies Bill.—As amended, considered ; to 
be read the third time a i et 


Malvern Water Bill.—As amended, considered. Ordered, That Standing 
Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read the third 
time.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) Bill accordingly read the 
third time, and passed : 


Mansfield Corporation Bill ee —As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time oe ep iN srs A acs a 


Sandgate Urban District Council Bill |Lorps]; Shepton Mallet Gas Com- 
pany (Electric Lighting) Bill [Lerds}; W were. cig Harbour and Deck 
Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed . ; 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill cama : 


(BY ORDER).—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments .. 


Blackpool Improvement Bill [Lorps]. Ordered, That Standing Orders 204 
and 235 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read a second tim>.— 
(The Chairman of ne and Means. i Bill accordingly read a second time, 
and committed ae ee “ , 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Evecstric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No 5) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 13) Bull; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill, 
without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to amend The Crown 
Cases Act, 1848.” [Criminal Cases (Reservation of Points of Law) Bill 
‘Lords. | 
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And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to remove difficulties which pre- 
vent the dealing by way of mortgage with the fee simple of certain estates 
of the late Thomas George Corbett, esquire, deceased, situate in the County 
of Lincoln ; and for other purposes.” [Corbett Estate Bill'{Lords. ] 


Corbett Estate Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time, and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. . rid : Ae 


PETITIONS. 


LAND VALUES TAxaTION (ScoTLAND) Bitt.—Petition from Greenock, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


UNEMPLOYED WoRKMEN BILiL.—Petition from Dewsbury, against ; to lie upon 
the Table a F = 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MercuanT Seamen’s Funp.—Account [presented 29th June] to be — 
[No. 222.] Ss pee te 


PusLic REVENUE (INTERCEPTION).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
4th May; Mr. Gibson shinies to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 223.] , es és = 4 Pe Pr 


Pustic Works Loan Boarp.—Copy presented, of Thirtieth Annual Report (for 
1904-05), with Appendices by sia to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 224.] , 8 ~ os Ae ap i 


Paciric CaBLE Act, 1901.—Account presented, showing the money issued from 
the Consolidated Fund under the provisions of the Pacific Cable Act, 1901, 
and of the money received, expended, and borrowed, and securities created 
under the said Act to the 31st March, 1905, together with a Copy of the Report 
of the Chairman of the Pacific Cable Board ore itis to le upon the Table 
and to be printed. [No. 225.] : ‘ ‘a ee 


Boarp oF AGRICULTURE AND FIsHERIES (AGRICULTURAL RETURNS).—Copy 
presented, of Report on the Agricultural Returns for Great Britain, with 
Statistics for the United Kingdom, British Possessions, and Foreign 
Countries for 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


ExpLosivEs.—Copy presented, of Twenty-ninth Annual Report of His Majesty’s 
Inspectors of Explosives, being for the year 1904 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table ; =e te os 


Potiine Districts (County or CAMBRIDGF).—Copy presented, of Order made by 
the County Council of the County of Cambridge, redividing the Eastern 
District of the County into Polling Districts iby 4 Ac “th; to lie upon the 
Table os ze ba ee - 


FisHERY Boarp (ScoTLaNnp).—Copy presented, of Twenty-third Annual Report 
of the Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the year 1904. Part ITI. 
Scientific Investigations [by Command]; to lie upon the Table vi 
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GREENWIcH HospITAL AND TRAVERS’ FouNDATION.—Copy presented, of State- 
ment of the estimated Income and Expenditure of Greenwich Hospital and 
of Travers’ Foundation for the year 1905-6 hail a to lie ial the iain 
and to be printed. [No. 226.] ' 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


IrtsH _EpucaTIoN—BI-LINGUAL ScHEME.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell 
(Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long »; .. 


Succestep ABOLITION oF A PoLtice Hut at GurtTRAMOoUGH.—Question, Mr. 
Boland (Kerry, 8.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long Ls 


SuecEestep RepvuctTIon oF PoLice Force at SNEEM.—Question, Mr. Boland ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long ~ 


Srizur£ oF CATTLE FOR RENT ON THE BEECHER Estate, County Cork.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


SANITARY CONDITION oF CoOTEHILL WorkKHOUSE. — Question, Mr. Samuel 
Young (Cavan, E.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long , 


EXPENDITURE ON CoOTEHILL WorKHOUSE INFIRMARY.—Question, Mr. Samuel 
Young; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


DEFALCATIONS OF LATE STAFF OFFICER OF OFFICE OF RoyaL IrisH Con- 
STABULARY, DuBLIN.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long a 


Extra Poick aT BRACKAVILLE AND New Mitts Durine ELEcTIONs.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 


LaMBERT Estate, County GaLway.—Question, Mr. Roche sani ~ 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long : as és ‘ ; 


Derry McEpMonD Property, Kine’s County.— Question, Mr. Reddy 
(King’s County, Birr); Answer, Mr. Walter Long “ + 


Ear oF DrocHEpA’s EstaTE AT ROSENALLIS.—Question, Mr. Delany eas 8 
County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ¥ wm 


ANNUAL MEETING OF IRISH PrRoTesTANT NaTIONAL TEACHERS’ UNION.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Maconany Estate, County Lonerorp.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Long- 
ford, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long . 


Irish Lanp PurcuasE—TiTHE REDEMPTION.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


NAME PLATES OF STREETS IN GAELIC—SURCHARGE OF WICKLOW URBAN CouNCIL. 
—Question, Mr. Cogan (Wicklow, E.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 








Page 


732 


737 


738 


738 


739 


739 





732 


132 


33 


33 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. Ixxxvii 
July 3.] Page 


CaRRICKMACROSS PETTY SEsstons CLERK.—Question, Mr: McKean (Monaghan, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long es Me = me ae .. 740 


Ir1IsH PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH—APPOINTMENT IN THE GIFT OF THE CROWN.—- 
Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. o ae +Ea0 


Motor VEHIcLES IN Hype Parx.—Question, Mr. Seely (Lincoln); Answer, 
Lord Baclarres_.. “a ee #3 i es os me ve 708 


Kine Estate, TempLesoy, County Siico.—Question, Mr. William McKillop 
(Sligo, N.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long id 3 ‘is ie .. 742 


Re-INSTATEMENT OF EvicTED TENANTS—APPLICATION OF REPRESENTATIVES 
OF THE LATE Patrick BRYNE; Question, Mr. Delany ; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long é ‘ es “ i ‘ 
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{Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
Clause 1, 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 18, after the word ‘are,’ to insert the word 
‘not.’ ’—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ not’ be there inserted.” 


The Attorney-General (Str Robert Finlay, Inverness on 
Mr. Atherley-Jones (Durham, N.W.) ; ; 

Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) .. ati 

Mr. Bright (Islington, E.) .. 

Mr. Churchill (Oldham) .. : 

Lord Edmund Fitz Maurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade) 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 161; Noes, 210. (Division List No. 225). 
Mr. Atherley-Jones .. 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 20, at the end, to insert the words—‘ (3) It shall 
be the duty of the immigration officer, when he has withheld leave to 
land as aforesaid, to notify to the master of the ship and to any 
immigrant to whom he has so withheld leave the ground or grounds upon 
which he has so withheld leave and that such master or immigrant may 
appeal therefrom to the immigration authority of the port.’”—(Mr. 
Atherley-J ones.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


The Secretary of State for The Home Department (Mr. Akers-Douglas, 
Kent, St. Augustine’s) Bs es xs se - ‘<i 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8S.) .. 

Sir Robert Finlay .. 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) . 

Mr. Dalziel (Kirkealdy Burgh) 

Sir Robert Finlay .. ‘ 

Major Seely (Isle of Wight) . . 

Mr. Akers- Douglas 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 20, at the end, to insert the words ‘and where 
leave to land is also withheld by the Immigration Board, the master of 
the ship may appeal to a Divisional Court of the King’s Bench Division 
or, where such Court cannot be formed within seven days of the notice 
of such appeal to a judge of the said division, and such Court or Judge 
shall, if satisfied that the immigrant is not an undesirable immigrant 
within the meaning of this section, give leave to land, and leave so given 
shall operate as the leave of the immigration officer.’ ””—(Mr. Tennant.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Robert Finlay .. 

Mr. Nussey (Pontefract) 

Mr. Peel we a). 

Mr. Dalziel .. ‘ 

Mr. Seely (Linooln) . ; 

Mr. Runeiman (Dewsbury ) 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Poplar) es 

The Prime Minister and First Lord o the piaaiee (Mr. “ae Balfour, 
Manohester, E.) : 

Mr. Asquith (Fijeshire, BE) 

Sir Robert Finlay . 

Mr. Asquith 

Mr. Tennant 

Mr. William Rutherford 

Mr. Seely (Lincoln) 

Sir Robert Finlay .. 

Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughborough) . 

Mr. Gibson Bowles . we 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 176; Noes, 239. (Division List No. 226.) 
Mr. Atherley-Jones 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 21, to leave out Subsection 3.”—(Mr. Atherley- 
Jones.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out to the word 
‘immigrant’ in line 22, stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. A. J. Baljour .. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Emmott 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 23, to leave out sub-paragraph (a).”—(Mr. 
Emmott.) 
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Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘ if’ stand part of the clause.” 
prop Pp 


The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, 


Glasgow, Blackfriars) .. és os .. 833 

Sir Charles Dilke tala Forest of Dean) - - .. 837 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. ' ae ind = -. 839 
Mr. Wills (Dorsetshire, N. ‘a ae a i me «. O41 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) mm i m es .. 843 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le -Stre et) . Pe i .. 843 
Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ~ ~ Sr “s ne a .. 846 
Mr. Levy ia - me e ” di xi rel .. 846 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair ta 


make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair., 


Amendment proposed— 





“In page 1, line 23, to leave out sub-paragraph (a).”—(Mr. 
Emmott.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the word ‘if’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. Levy. xe ae re es .. 847 
Mr. Clande Hay (Shoreditch, " Hoxton) , is ‘a .. 848 
Lord Edmund Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire,  Crioldade) nF is > 851 
Mr. Akers-Douglas .. om a aa .. 852 
Mr. John Wilson (Durdam, Mid) . a re a Pe -. 8653 
Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) ns ss a ee .. 856 
Mr. Churchill Z Re es .. 856 
Major Evans-Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney). < ne .. 860 
Dr. Hutchinson (Sussex, Rye) se ‘ bi ee .. 863 
Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) : is x are ue ar .. 865 
Co!. Williams (Dorsetshire. W.) os a “a - Va .. 866 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) ae ae ae ne .. 866 
Sir Christopher Furness (Hartlepool ) “6 as a ee .. 869 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 215 ; Noes, 158. (Divfsion List No. 227) 
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Mr. Bright .. ee ee ee es aaa oe ee -- 87 
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Amend ment proposed— 
“ In page 1, line 23, to leave out from the word ‘if’ to the end of 
the line, and insert the words ‘it can be shown that he has not in his 
possession or is not in a.” ”—(Mr. Bright.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Sir Robert Finlay .. + wi Wa en we + -- 875 
Mr. Churchill ce vi ‘ ie és +3 + .. 875 
Mr. Dalziel .. “ - $< A be ‘i i << ae 


And it being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Wednesday. 


War Stores Commission Bill.—Considered in Committee, and reported with- 
out Amendment. 


Bill to be read the third time to-morrow. 
Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(in the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair, 
Clause 1 :— 


Motion made and Question proposed, “‘ That the clause stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) .. oa aia on 3 = 


“I 


Motion made and Question proposed, - “That the Chairman do report Pro- 
gress ; and ask leave to sit again.” 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer - Austen Chamberlain, Worcester- 


‘ shire, E.) es « 
Mr. Churchill (Oldham) 878 

The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 4 J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) 878 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 89 ; Noes, 136. (Division List No. 228.) 


Mr. Churchill : ae - aot ina - .. 885 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, a) .. sa iv Ks +s .. 885 
Mr. Churchill ae be eM, si - as .. 886 


Mr. A, J. BALFour rose in his place, and clafmed to move, “ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 
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Question put, “‘ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 127 ; Noes, 78. (Division List No. 229.) 
Question put accordingly, “‘ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 125; Noes, 79. (Division List No. 230.) 
Clause 2 :— 

Mr. Churchill a ie - oe Pe oe oe -- 891 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 19, to leave out the word ‘ borrow,’ and insert tne 
word ‘ obtain.’ ”’—(Mr. Churchill.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the word ‘ borrow’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) i w ae wa ‘a -. 893 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. a - cs ro oie .. 894 
Mr. Stuart Samuel (Tower Hamlets, Whitechapel) *s “s .. 895 


Question put, “ That the Chairman do report Progress, and ask leave to sit 
again.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 73; Noes, 117. (Division List No. 231.) 


Mr. CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“ That the Question be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 118; Noes, 72. (Division List No. 232.) 


Question put accordingly, “‘ That the word ‘ borrow’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 117; Noes, 73. (Division List No. 233.) 


Mr. CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER claimed to move, ‘“‘ That the Question 
‘ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill’ be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question ‘ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill’ be 
now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 116; Noes, 73. (Division List No. 234.) 
Question put accordingly, ‘‘ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 116; Noes, 71. (Division List No, 235.) 
Clause 3 :— 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 

Mr. Churchill ig <a ws ei - ws win -. 909 
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Mr. A. J. BatFou: rose in his place and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- 
tioa be now put.” 


Question put, ‘‘ That the Question be now put.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 115; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 236.) 
Question put accordingly, “ That the Clause stand part of the Bill. 

Che Commitee divided :—Ayes, 115; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 237.) 


Questioa provosel, ‘That the Chairman do report the Bii', without 
Amendment to the House.” 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 113; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 238.) 
Bill to be read the third time this day. 


And, it being after One of the clock, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House with- 
out Question put, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Three o’clock a.m. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 47a JULY, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Pariiaments 
had laid upon the Tale the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been complied 
with : R:thmines and Rathgar Extension and Improvement. 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Rathmines and Rathgar Extension and Improvement Bill.—Examiner’s 
Certificate of non-compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the 
Standing Ord2rs Committee on Monday next .. 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill; Woolwich Borough Council Bill; 
Skegness Water Bll; Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas a ind Water Company 
Bill [ H.L.]; bootle Corporati: m Bill; Andover Lighting and Power Bill— 
Rep: = d, with Amendments 5 x Se ss ‘ 


Great Western Railway (Additional Powers) Bill.—The King’s consent 
signified ; and Bill reported, with Amendments , at 


Wemyss Dock Bill [11.L.].—Read 2* (according to order), and committed. The 
Committee tc be proposed by the Committee of Selection os 


Hitchin and Di:trict Gas Bill.—Read 3", with the Amendments, and passed, 
and returned to the Commons es a ee is a5 ee 
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Barrymore Estate Bill [u.v.]; Hythe Corporation Bill [n.L.]; Stepney 
Borough Council (Superannuation) Bill [u.L.]; University College, London 
(Transfer) Bill [H.L.]; Weaver Navigation Bill [#.L.].—Returned-fr. m the 
Commons agreed to. - a a a es oa x .. 921 


‘Seaham Gas Bill ; Swansea Corporation Bill.—Returned from the C_mmons 


with the Amendments agreed to ie ae as a: a .. 991 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill [#..].— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to ai = 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill; North British Railway 
(General Powers) Bill; Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill; Rhondda 
Urban District Council Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) 
Bill; North-Eastern Railway Bill; North-Estern Railway (Steam Vessels) 
Bill; Bolton Corporation Bill; Wemyss Dock Bill [1.1.].—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House 
to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bi; (viz.), 


D. Northumberland (chairman). 

K. Fitzwilliam. 

K. Westmeath 

H. Craven. 

L.. Clinton. 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to 
meet on Tuesday next at Eleven o’clock ; and all petitions referred to the 
Committee with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills .. -- 9 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [#.L.].—House in Committee 
(according te order). The Amendments proposed by the Select Committee 
made. Standing Committee negatived. The Report of Amendments to be 
received on Thursday next ss “r a - ii -- 922 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TraDE Reports—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3428. Netherlands (Curacoa), 
No. 3429. Mexico (Mexico). 
Presented (by Command) and ordered to lieor the Tabie .. a -. 923 


Mr. Speaker’s Retirement Bill.—Read 2* (according to order). Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read 3*on Thursday next .. i o -. 922 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE.—Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be considered on 
Thursday next in order to its being suspended for that day’s sitting. 


Tue VOLUNTEERS. 


Eart Spencer as “ 7" os id i os in: ae 
Lhe Under-Secretary of State for War (The Ear: of Donouyhmore) +. a 
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SupPREME Court OF JUDICATURE (IRELAND) (No. 2) Brut [H.L.]}—{[Tairp Reap- 
ING ].—Order of the Day for the Third Reading read. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 3*.”—(Lord Ashbourne.) 

On Question Bill read 3%, 
The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) .. - - ~. 925 

Amendments moved— 

“In page 2, to leave out Clause 5, and insert the following clauses : 

—‘In Section twelve of the Supreme Court offJudicature (Ireland) 
(No. 2) Act, 1897, the words “ or such other member of the council of 
the society to be nominated for the purpose by the council ” shall be in- 
serted after the word “Ireland.” ‘In the Schedule to the Statute Law 
Revision Act, 1893, the words: “In Section seventy-two the words 
“body or’ shall be substituted for the following words relating to the 
Trish Bankrupt and Insolvent Act, 1857, namely, ‘ In Sections seventy- 
two to seventy-five the words ‘ body or’ and the said Act of 1893 shall 
be read and construed asif the words so substituted had originally been 
enacted therein.’ °—(Zord Ashbourne.) 

On Question, Amendments agreed to. 


Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Advertisements Regulation Bill [1.L.])—{Tuirp Reaprne }.—Order of the 
Day for the Third Reading read. 


Moved, “‘ That the Bill be now read 3*.”—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 
On Question, Bill read 3°. 

Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. 7 ” ae $ “ .. 926 
Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 1, line 14, to leave out the words ‘ health or 
pleasure resort,’ and after the word ‘ park’ to insert the word ‘ pleasure.’ ” 
—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. - a - ws as «« 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Privilege Amendment agreed to. 

Lord Balfour of Burleigh .. ie ii ne “ - -. OF 
Moved, “ That the Bill do now pass.” —(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


On Question, Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 
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Tae Miuitta , 

The Duke of Bedford és es i +e - + -. 928 

The Marquess of Granby .. +e - a _ ‘a .. 936 

Lord Blythswood ,» .. “ eh tie a mt a -. 938 

Lord Lovat .. x “ of = - a ‘ie -. 939 

Earl Roberts .. a Pe ee os ai .. 942 
325 The Duke of Northumberland sh has a ee as .. 943 
The Duke of Richmond is .. 947 

The Under-Secretary of State for We ar r (The Earl of Donous ghmore) .. 949 

Earl Spencer 955 

The Secretary of State jor F oreign A fairs (The M arquess of Lansdou n) 961 

The Marquess of Ripon... . 965 


House adjourned at ten minutes before Seven o’clock, to Thursda 
next, half-past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 41x JULY, 1963. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Western Railway (New seeiiade Bill apis —Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to... . "a “a - .. 966 


Hastings Tramways [Lorps].—As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time _ io ” ws acs =e ~ ea -- 966 


Gas and Water cn ai 1) = siti —Read a second time, 
and committed .. . a wa .. 966 


99g | PgivaTe Britis (Group L). 


Ordered, That the said George Montague Percy do attend the Committee 
on Group L of Private Bills upon Thursday, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) Pa 966 


Donovan’s Divorce Bill [Lorps].—Reported from the Select Committee on 
Divorce Bills, without Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


997 
Bill to be read the third time .. fe pa te we me -. 967 


Donovan’s Divorce Bill [Lorps].—Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence and 
Proceedings in the House of Lords on the Second Reading of Donovan’s 
Divorce Bill,together with the documents deposited in the case, be returned 
to the House of Lords.—(Mr. Serjeant Hemphill.) .. és we —~ we 

927 

Cork Junctions Railways Bill.— Reported cine not a: sedi to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. s 967 


City of London (Escape from Fire) Bill. Raiiun ine samble not prov sess 
Report to lie upon the Table... 967 
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Private Britis (GRoup E).—Sir Henry AUBREY-FLETCHER reported from the 
Committee on Group E of Private Bills; That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned till Thursday, at half-past Eleven 
of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table .. ee ch * n i ws 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
enable the Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corporation, Limited, to act 
as executors, administrators, and trustees; and in other fiduciary 
capacities.” [Ocean Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill [Lords] 


Qcean Accident and Guarantee Corporation Bill [Lorps].—Read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 
PoLtLinc ARRANGEMENTS (PARLIAMENTARY Borovucus) Briu.—Petition from 
Westminster, against ; to lie upon the Table .. ee oe ms oe 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 27th 
March; Mr. = siaiiiias to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[ No. 297.) . “a ee _ bs we 2 we 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


OuTBREAK OF Epizootic LYMPHANGITIS AMONGST HorsEs IN IRELAND.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Proposep Ministry OF CoMMERCE.---Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Soutn ArricaAaNn WAR—INVESTIGATION OF FIELD Force CANTEEN ACCOUNTS.— 
Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.); Answer, Mr. A. J.Balfour 


ARREARS OF INTEREST ON PuRCHASE Money UNCOLLECTED FROM TENANTS ON THE 
Kine-Harman EstaTE — Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.); Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long 


GOVERNMENT REDISTRIBUTION PROposALS.-—Question, Mr. Nussey (Pontefract ) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Repuction oF TELEGRAPH Rare BETWEEN GREAT BRITAIN AND INDIA — Loss 
IncuRRED.—Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Greea, N.E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


CONSTRUCTION AND IMPROVEMENT OF Piers AT EMERWICK AND BALLYDAVID.— 
Question, Mr. Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. 


Surrey Koucarion Commirrer’s 5 AC COUNTS.—-Question, Mr. W hitley (Hahfax) ; 
Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfo: 


LIGHTING OF PARLIAMENT SQUARE.— Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) ; Answer, Lord Balcarres .. a - “i es ee 
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CONTEMPLATED PARTITION OF BENGAL.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Den- 
bighshire, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick . ts 


County oF WarTerrorD Petty Sessions Cases.—Question, Mr. O’Shee; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long me ie ae 


DesTRUCTION OF ANCIENT MonuMENT ON Kinc-HarMAn Estate. —Question. 
Mr. Tully ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long ; 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE 


VOLUNTEERS AND SERVICE ABROAD.—Questions, Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ; 
Answers, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


CavaLry Depots.—Question, Colonel Legge (St. George’s, Hanover Square) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster é 


Army REORGANISATION.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 


Lorp MILNER AND THE SourH Arrican WAR Stores.—Questions, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. Lyttelton, 
Warwick and Leamington) és a es ea es 7 


INSOLVENCY OF Mr. Van Renspurc.—Questions, Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ; Answers, 
Mr. Lyttelton 


De Beers DramMonp Company AND Convict LaBnour.—Question, Mr. John Ellis 
(Nottingshamshire, Rushcliffe); Answer, Mr. Lytteltcn ; 


FINANCIAL Dispute with New ZeEALAND.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason 
(Orkney and Shetland) ; Answer, Mr. Lyttelton : ; 


IncomE-TAx” oN Easter Orrertncs.—Questions, Mr. Coghill (Stoke-upon- 
Trent) ; Answers, The Chancellor of the — r Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) a ; - a ny 


os CoLLEGE GRANTS.—Questions, Mr. Whitley ; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain : 


IrR1sH-BoRN AMERICANS AND THE ALIENS Briu.—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork, 
N.), Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answers, The Attorney-General! (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burgh) 

Motor ScorcHers—PoLice Warninc.—Question, Mr. Cathcart Wason ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Akers- 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) ; 


TrRacTION ENGINE TRAFFIC ON HiGHWAyYs.—Question, Mr. Herbert Samuel 
(Yorkshire, Cleveland); Answer, ‘Lhe President cf the Local Government 
Board (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


ALLEGED PREFERENTIAL RAILWAY Rates AT SWANSEA.—Questicns. Mr. Brvnm tr 
Jones (Swansea District); Answers, The Parliamentary Secretary to the 


Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, Glasguw, Blackfriars) 
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West Sussex Epucation AvTHORITY—PupiIL TEACHERS’ AGREEMENTS.— 
Question, Mr. Bull (Hammersmith); Answer, The Parliamentary Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education (Sir William Anson, Oxford University) .. 


SANITATION IN THE IsLAND oF LeEwis.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cro- 
marty) ; Answer, The Lord-Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 


ScHoot GRANTS IN THE ISLAND OF LEWwIs.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Mr. Scott Dickson 


LEMREWAY Scuoon, Istanp or Lewis—WatTER SupreLy AND DRAINAGE.— 
Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson 


FEVER AT BaALALLaN, IsLanp oF Lewis.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
Mr. Scott Dickson.. : ar a 


ALLEGED Boycortine OF JEWs AT LimeRICK.—Questions, Mr. Sloan (Belfast, 
S.), Mr. Joyce (Limerick) and Mr. Lundon (Limetick, E.); Answers, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, E.) .. ; 2 


MINERAL Deposits AT ANNAGHMORE, County Cork.—Question. Mr. Crean 
(Cork, S.E.) and Mr. Flynn; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


ATTACKS OF CLERG YMEN IN DuBLIN.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. Walter 
Long 


Newry Pusuiic SERVANTS’ GRIEVANCE.—Questions, Mr. Sloan; Answers, Mr. 
Walter Long 


BALLYNEASE NaTIONAL ScHOOLs.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long 


GALWAY AssizE JuRY PANEL—ALLEGED RE-INTRODUCTION OF COERCION 
Practices.—Questions, Mr. Roche (Galway, E.), and Mr. John Redmond ; 
Answers, Mr. Walter Long and the Prime Minister and First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) .. a Ne 


Bryanstown Bounpary DispuTr.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long ‘ 


TONEYMORE GRAZING Farm, County LonG rorp.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Crime IN Limertck.—Question, Mr. Joyce ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENTS IN County CavaNn.—Question, Mr. Vincent 
Kennedy (Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Mututscar AsyLum.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


WartrrrorD BridGr.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond, Sir George Bartley 
(Islington, N.) and Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answers, Mr. 
Walter Long and Mr. Austin Chamberlain “i 8 és is 


yy . . . 

Tie De L’Heravtr’s EstaTe.—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Victor Cavendish, Derbyshire, W.) 
and The Attorney-General for Ivelaad (Mr, Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 
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SneEM PosTAL ARRANGEMENTsS.—Question, Mr. Boland; Answer, The Post- 
master-General, Lord Stanley (Lancashire, Westhou~hton) 


Tue Royat CaNAL.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell; Answer, Mr. Bonar Law 


Tut UNEMPLOYED BILL.—Questions, Mr. Levy (Leicestershire, Loughboro’), Mr. 
Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour os 


MINISTERIAL PLEDGES.—Questions, Mr. Dalziel (Kircaldy each ; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ai ay ie ae , = re 


UNANSWERED QUESTIONS.—LoRD CuRzoN.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Speaker 3 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE Housre.—Mr. JoHN REDMOND, Member for Waterford, 
rose in his place, and asked leave to move the Adjournment of the House 
for the purpose of discussing a definite matter of urgent public importance, 
viz., ‘‘ the putting into operation in the county of Galway of Section 5 of the 
Criminal Law and Procedure (Ireland) Act, 1887, after an interval of some 
vears and without any justification having been shown for such a course’; ” 
but the pleasure of the House not having been signified, Mr. SPEAKER called 
on those Members who supported the Motion to rise in their places, and not 
less than forty Members having accordingly risen :— 


The Motion stood over, under Standing Order No. 10, until the Evening 
Sitting, this day ¥ x - : ‘ ‘ 


NEW BILLS. 


Valuation (Ireland) (No- 2) Bill.—‘“ To amend the Irish Valuation Acts,” 
presented by Mr. Joseph Devlin; supported by Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Mr. 
William McKillop, Mr. Kilbride, and Mr. Field; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 259.) .. ‘ . - 


Canals (No. 2) Bill.—‘ To amend the Law relating to Canals,” presented by 
Sir John Brunner ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 260.] 


ALieNs [ExPENsEs].—Motion made, and Question put, “‘ That this House will, 
To-morrow, resolve itself into a Committee to consider of authorising the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of the salary and re- 
muneration of any officers, inspectors, or persons appointed under any Act 
of the present session to amend the Law with regard to Aliens, and of any 
expenses incurred in carrying such Act into effect (King’s recommendation 


signified).”—(Sir A. Acl .nd-Hood.) 
The House divided :—Ayes, 259; Noes, 141. (Division List No. 239.) 


Churches (Scotland) Bill.—[Szconp Reapina.]—Order for Second Reading 


read. 


The Lord- Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” j -:Se% 


a 


Sir H. Campbell Bannerman (Stirling sai ve Pr Ks .. 1020 


Mr. Corbett (Glasgow, Tradeston) .. Ne ae ae .. 1027 
Mr. Black (Banffshire) sci ‘i vi he Ai cs .. 1028 
Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) a “f af 2 .. 1035 
Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) : - a > 
Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) - - ici .. 1039 
Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, W.R., Morley) .. <a - .. 1046 
Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) ee ‘7 $e <s .. 1049 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out all the words after the word ‘ That,’ and at the end 
of the Question to add the words ‘in the opinion of this House no ap- 
proval should be given to any measure which has the effect of giving 
an Established Church the right to change or modify its creeds, or any 
formula of subscription thereto, without such change or modification 
being submitted and specifically sanctioned by Parliament.’ ”’—(Mr. 
Alfred Hutton.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .. - i ‘ od .- 1053 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkoudbrightshire) “i _ “ as .. 1061 
Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire) ss ms 0g aa .. 1064 
Mr, Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxteth) Ke Me “i .. 1065 
Mr. Compton Rickett (Scarborough) aie en ‘ ee .. 1068 


And it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 


ADJOURNMENT (UNDER STANDING ORDER No. 10) (OPERATION OF THE CRIMINAL 
Law in County GALway). 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. - ws ia as .. 1071 
Mr. Roche (Galway, FE.) .. - ies 7 ‘a “a .- L075 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ Thet this House do now adjourn.” 


—(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.) .. ts a aS xe .. 1077 
Mr. Charles Devlin (Galway) 3 Bs si me me .. 1080 
Mr. Gordon (Londonderry, S.) ws + 3 a .. 1084 
Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N. " te .. L087 
The Chief Agee Jor Ireland (Mr. W alter Long, ‘Bristol, ‘Ss. aac .. 1090 
Mr. T. P. O'Cennor (Liverpool, Scotland) ae ‘ - SP 1097 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 156; Noes, 176. (Division List No. 240.) 
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War Stores (Commission) Bill. [THrrp” Reapivc.]—Order for the Third 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a third 


time.” 
Mr. Dalziel (Kir'caldy Burghs) .. at je ee a .- 1103 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8S.) .. oF - es noe .. 1103 
Mr. Whiltey (Halifax) : ‘ .. 1104 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. ae Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) ‘ .- 1105 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8. ‘ aT iit a .. 1106 
Mr. Leif Jones (Westmoreland, Appleby) . ey a i .. 1106 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Public Roads (Ireland) Bill.—As amended, considered; Amendments 
made ; Bill read the third time and passed... ie oi as .. 1106 


ForEIGN Suips (STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS) COMMITTEE. 
Ordered, That Sir Hugh Shaw-Stewart be dissharged from the Committee. 


Ordered, That Mr. Evelyn Cecil be added to the Committe>.—(Sir A. 
Acland-Hood.) x oe Be 7 7 a Si .. 1107 


PROTECTION OF Lire FROM FIRE CoMMITTEE. 
Ordered, That Mr. Malcolm be discharged from the Committee. ! 


Ordered, That Mr. bia 7 be added to the Committee og A, Acland- 
Hood ) , ‘ a -- 1107 


ADJOURNMENT.—Motion made and Question proposed, “That this House 


do now adjourn.” —(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs)  .. Le ~« HOT 
The Lord-Advocate (Mr. Scott Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton Ye .. 1108 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid.) . ae ‘ a .. 1108 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8S.) .. ne 4% $3 “a .. 1108 


pile 
Notice taken that forty Members were not present ; House counted, and 
forty Members not being present :— 


Adjourned at nineteen minutes before One o’clock 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 51a JULY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. ee | 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


Bristol Blind Asylum Bill [Lorps]; Central Electric Supply Bill [Lords] ; 
County of London Electric Supply Company Bill [Lords] ; Humber Conser- 
vancy Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed ; 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (No. 2) Bill 
(By OrDER).—Second Reading deferred till Wednesday next 


Central London ‘aed _ vii may —Second eating deferred till 
Wednesday next 


London Government Scheme (London and Middlesex) Bill.— Reported, 
with Amendments [Scheme confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 


PrIvATE Britis (Group J).—Ordered, That Professor E. A. Letts, Mr. Conway 
Scott, Mr. M. J. F. Napier, Mr. W. A. Currie, and Colonel F. F. Hill, D.S.0., 
do attend the Committee on Group J of Private Bills on Tuesday next, 
at half-past Eleven of the Clock ; 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Lonpon Trarric (Royat Commisston).—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Royal Commission appointed to inquire into and report upon the Means 
of Locomotion and Transport in London, Vol. I. [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table .. “a és se a i 


AGRICULTURAL Statistics (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Return of Prices 
of Agricultural Products and Live Stock for the year 1904 [by re 
to lie upon th: Table no = “ ‘ 


Epvucation (ScoTLaNnp).—Copy presented, of Minute of the Committee of 
Council on Education in Scotland, dated July 4th, 1905, amending the 
Schedule to the Minute of the 30th January, 1905, providing for the Estab- 
lishment of Committees for the Training of Teachers [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table ? 


SupeRANNUATION Act, 1887.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated June 
30th, 1905, granting to Mr. Clement Millard, superintending civil engineer 
at Portland, a Retired Allowance under the ‘Act wie heii to lie upon the 
Table - ea ee - ; 


ArKLOW Harsour.—Copy presented, of Report of the Arklow Harbour Com- 
missioners and Statement of Accounts for 1904 * [by ities to lie upon the 
Table = on . Ma . 


Trapde Reports (ANNUAL SERtEs).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, No, 5430 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
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Army (SALES AND ReFunps) (SoutH Arrica).—Copy ordered, “‘ of Correspond- 
ence relative to the disposal of Surplus Stores in South A'rica.” Mr. 
Secretary Arnold- Forster.) 


Copy presented haa ; to lie - the Table, and to be es 
[No. 228] .. a ee ‘ , « 2 
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LiverPooL Dock LaBourERs’ STRIKE—ALLEGED INSANITARY CONDITION OF 
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cx TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 5.) Page 





OUTBREAK OF PLAGUE IN Mapras.—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, ~ 
Ukeston) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick - ae oa ~~ oP .. 1118 


THE CounciL oF INDIA AND INDIAN ArMyY ADMINISTRATION.—Question, Mr, 
Schwann (Manchester, N.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. “a se «+ LD 


NoviFIcATION OF INFECTIOUS DisEAsES IN BELFAST.—Question, Mr. — 
Devlin ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long < ne i e 7“ - 1120 


Betrast Trarric By-Laws.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin; Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long “ we we - ‘ +“ -_ es + 


ALDERSHOT Camp AND TipwortH E.ectric Ligutine STaTIONs.—Question, Sir 
George Bartley (Islington, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster = e. 1121 


War Orrice Contracts.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster Bre a < a sea ae .. 1121 


VOLUNTEER REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Frederick Wilson (Norfolk, Mid);  * 
Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster  .. - ae ae sv re «+ U1 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE 


THE SINKING Or THE “ AFGHANISTAN.”—Questions, Mr. William Rutherford 
(Liverpool West Derby), Mr. Charles Delvin (Galway), and Mr. Gibson 
Bowles (Lynn Regis); Answers, The Secretary to the vee (Mr. 
Pretyman, Suffolk, Woodbridge) oe se Sie ie o» 1122 


War Srores Inquiry—Deputy JupGe ApvocatE GENERAL.—Questions, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answers, The Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. Arnold-Forster, Beltast, W.) ie ne =a Ae a ve HESS 


THE VoOLUNTEERS.—Questions, Major Seely (Isle of Wight), Mr. C. R. Spencer 
(Northamptonshire, Mid), and Mr. McCrae (Edinburgh, E.) ; Answers, Mr. 
Arnold-Forster and the Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 

A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) .. es < sie ny aa 3. 1124 


ORDNANCE Maps FoR VOLUNTEER OFFicERS.—Question; Mr. Galloway (Man- 
chester, S.W.) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster .. a es as -. 1127 


British ARMY IN INDIA.—Question, Mr. Joseph Devlin (Kilkenny, N.) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) . .. 1128 


Horse FiEsu As Foop.—Questions, Mr. Cremer (Shoreditch, Haggerston) and 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Earl Percy, Kensington, 8.) ee ek is ié: an 2 


StaTE ExPENDITURE.—Questions, Mr. McCrae ; Answers, The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) .. he .. 1129 


THE BraprorD ComMITrEr’s REPorTs.—Question, Mr. Bayle y (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield) ; Answer, The Postmaster-General amuie sapien siaitiiaeisi 
Westhoughton és ee . 1129 











je 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. exi 
July 5.) Page 


THREAT TO ASSASSINATE A MANCHESTER MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT.—Question, 
Mr. MacVeagh (Down, S.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
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ConGESTION IN County GaLway.—Question, Mr. Dufiy (Galway, 8.) ; Answer, 
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KinvarkA Harpour.--Question, Mr. Dufiy ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long .. -- 1137 
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DERRY TELEPHONE SERVICE.—Questions, Mr. Sloan ; Answers, Lord Stanley 1143 


Sunpay OBseRVANCE.—Questions, Mr. Reddy (King’s County, Birr) and Mr. 
MacVeagh ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ae “ ae sa .. 1148 


BusINeEss oF THE House (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDINGORDER).—Questions, 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis), Mr. John Redmond (Waterford, W.) ; Answers, The Prime Minister 
and First Lord of the — _ A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.), and 
Mr. Speaker es ee s we .. 1144 


USINESS OF THE HoUSE (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That the proceedings on the Motion re- 
lating to Aliens Bill (Procedure), if under discussion at Twelve o’clock 
this evening, be not interrupted under the Standing Order (Sittings of 
the House).”—(Mr. A. J. Baljour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 233; Noes, 159. (Division List No. 241.) 
ALIENS BILt (PROCEDURE)- 


The Prime Minister and First Lord i the ane asap r. A. J. oe 
Manchester, FE.) . . 1149 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the proceedings in Com- 
mittee and on Report of the Aliens Bill, including proceedings on the 
financial Resolution relating thereto, shall, unless previously disposed 
of, be brought to a conclusion at the times and in the manner herein- 
after mentioned :— 


(a) The proceedings in Committee on the remaining part of Clause 1, 
and Clauses 2 and 3, and on the Committee stage of the financial 
Resolution, shall be brought to a conclusion on Monday the 10th of 
July. 


(6) The proceedings on the Report stage of the financial Resolution, 
and in Committee on Clauses 4, 5, 6, and 7, shall be brought to a 
conclusion at the termination of the Afternoon Sitting on Tuesday 
the 11th of July. 


(c) The proceedings in Committee on the remaining Clauses of the Bill, 
on any new Clauses or Schedules, and any other proceedings neces- 
sary to bring the Committee stage to a conclusion, shall be brought 
to a conclusion at the termination of the Evening Sitting on Tuesday 
the 11th of July. 


(d) The consideration of the Report of the Bill shall be appointed for 
Monday the 17th of July, and shall be brought to a conclusion on 
that day. 


‘e) At 11 p.m. on Monday the 10th of July, and at 6.30 p.m. on Tuesday 
the 11th of July, and at 12 midnight on Tuesday the 11th of July, 
and at 11 p.m. on Monday the 17th of July, the Chairman or 
Speaker shall forthwith put the Question or Questions on any 
Amendment or Motion already proposed from the Chair, and shall 
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next proceed successively to put forthwith the Question or any 
Amendments moved by the Government of which notice has been 
given (but no other Amendments), and on every question necessary 
to dispose of the business allotted to the day or sitting. 


(/) In the case of Government Amendments, or of Government new 
Clauses or Schedules, he shall put only the Question that the 
Amendment be made or that the Clause or Schedule be added to 
the Bill, as the case may be. 


The Third Reading of the Bill shall be put down for the Evening Sitting 
on Wednesday the 19th of July, and at 12 midnight on that day the Speaker 
shall put forthwith any Question necessary to conclude the proceedings on 
that stage of the Bill. 


The proceedings to which this Order relates shall not be interrupted except 
at the Afternoon Sitting at 7.50 p.m. on the 11th and 17th of July, under the 
provisions of any Standing Order relating to the Sittings of the House. 

After the passing of this Order, on any day or at any Sitting to which 
Business is allotted under this Order, no dilatory Motion on the Bill or Resolu- 
tion, and no Motion to postpone a Clause of the Bill, shall be received unless 
moved by a Minister in charge of the Bill, and the Question on any such 
Motion shall be put forthwith. 


No Motion under Standing Order 16 shall be received on the 10th, 11th, 
7th, or 19th July, and no opposed Private Business shall be set down at 
the Evening Sitting for consideration on those days. 


If Progress be reported, the Chairman shall put this Order in force in any 
subsequent sitting of the Committee.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling oe 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) : 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkealdy re 

Mr. Emmott (Oldham) 


Amendment proposed— 


** In line 1, to leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of Ques- 
tion, and insert the words ‘ having regard to the small amount of time 
already devoted to the consideration of the Aliens Bill in Committee, 
and the failure of the Government to press forward the measure at an 
earlier period of the session, this House declines to assent to any pro- 
posal having as its object the prevention of legitimate discussion on 
matters vitally affecting the liberty of the subject.’ ”—(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ the’ in line 1, stand part of the Ques- 
tion,” 


Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, Partick) 

Mr. Atherley Jones (Durham, N.W.) 

Sir Charles Renshaw (Renfrew, W.) 

Mr. Charles Hobhouse (Bristol, E.) 

Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) 
Mr. William Rutherjord a West Derby) 
Mr. Rufus Isaac (Reading) ‘ “i 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 1190 
Mr. Lloyd George (Carnarvon Boroughs) .. 1194 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. 1199 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) .» 1202 
Mr. Shackleton (Lancashire, Clitheroe) . 1204 
Mr, Churchill (Oldham) sa 1205 


And, it being half-past Seven of the clock, the debate stood adjourned 
till this Evening’s Sitting. 


EVENING SITTING. 
Aliens Bill (Procepure). 


Order read, for resuming adjourned debate on Amendment to Ques- 
tion [5th July], “‘ That the proceedings in Committee and on Report of the 
Aliens Bill, including proceedings on the financial Resolution relating there- 
to, shall, unless previously disposed of, be brought to a conclusion at the 
times and in the manner hereinafter mentioned :— 


(a) The proceedings in Committee on the remaining part of Clause 
1, and Clauses 2 and 3, and on the Committee stage of the financial 
Resolution, shall be brought to a conclusion on Monday, the 10th of 


July. 


(b) The proceedings on the Report stage of the financial Resolution, 
and in Committee on Clauses 4, 5, 6, and 7, shall be brought to a 
conclusion at the termination of the Afternoon Sitting on Tuesday, 
the lith of July. 


(c) The proceedings in Committee on the remaining Clauses of the Bill, 
on any new Clauses or Schedules, and any other proceedings neces- 
sary to bring the Committee stage to a conclusion, shall be brought 
to a conclusion at the termination of the Evening Sitting on Tues- 
day, the 11th of July. 


(d 


— 


The consideration of the Report of the Bill shall be appointed for 
Monday, the 17th of July, and shall be brought to a conclusion on 
that day. 


(e) At 11 p.m. on Monday, the 10th of July, and at 6.30 p.m. on Tuesday 
the 11th of July, and at 12 midnight on Tuesday, the llth of 
July, and at 11 p.m. on Monday, the 17th of July, the Chairman 
or Speaker shall forthwith put the Question or Questions on any 
Amendment or Motion already proposed from the Chair, and shall 
next proceed successively to put forthwith the Question on any 
Amendments moved by the Government of which notice has been 
given (but no other Amendments), and on every Question necessary 
to dispose of the business allotted to the day or sitting. 


(/) In the case of Government Amendments, or of Government new 
Clauses or Schedules, he shall put only the Question that the 
Amendment be made or that the Clause or Schedule be added to 
the Bill, as the case may be. 
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The Third Reading of the Bill shall be put down for the Evening 
Sitting on Wednesday, the 19th of July, and at 12 midnight on thatning 
the Speaker shall put forthwith any Question necessary to conclude the 
proceedings on that stage of the Bill. 


The proceedings to which this Order relates shall not be imterrupted 
except at the Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 p.m. on the 10th and 17th of July, 


under the provisions of any Standing Order relating to the Sittings of the 
House. 


After the passing of this Order, on any day or at any Sitting to which 
Business is allotted under this Order no dilatory Motion on the Bill or Resolu- 
tion, and no Motion to postpone a Clause of the Bill, shall be received unless 
moved by a Minister in charge of the Bill, and the Question on any such 
Motion shall be put forthwith. 


No Motion under Standing Order 10 shall be received on the 10th, 11th, 
17th, or 19th July, and no opposed Private Business shall be set down at 
the Evening Sitting for consideration on those days. 


If Progress be reported, the Chairman shall put this Order in force in any 
subsequent sitting of the Committee.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Which Amendment was— 


** Tn line 1, to leave out trom the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Ques- 
tion, and insert the words ‘ having regard to the small amount of time 
already devoted to the consideration of the Aliens Bill in Committee, 
and the failure of the Government to press forward the measure at an 
earlier period of the session, this House declines to assent to any pro- 
pose! having as its object the prevention of legitimate discussion cn 
matters vitally affecting the liberty of the subject.’ ”»—(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question again proposed, “‘ That the word ‘ the,’ in line 1, stand part of the 


Question.” 
Sir Carne Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) - 3 ae xa .. 1210 
Major Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) .. ‘ i .. 1211 


Mr. DALzIEL rose in his place, and claimed to move, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


Question, ‘‘ That the Question be now put,” put, and agreed to, 


Question put accordingly, “ That the word ‘ the ’ in line 1, stand part of the 
Question.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 146; Noes, 107. (Division List No. 242.) 


Mr. Daiziel .. 1216 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 1 to leave out the words ‘and on Report.’ ”—(Mr. 
Dalziel.) 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words ‘ and on Report’ stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr, A. J. Balfour .. 

Mr. MW Kenna (Monmouthshire, N. ) 

Mr. Whitley (Halifax) ee 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) 

Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, ‘S. ar 

The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 
Mr. Power (Waterford, W.) : Ms ah ol 
Mr. Kilbride (Kildare, 8.) 

Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) 


Question put. 

The House divided :— Ayes, 174; Noes, 145, (Division List No. 243.) 
Mr. Rusnatt 

Amendment proposed— 


“In line 2, to leave out the words ‘including proceedings on the 
financiz! Resolution relating thereto,.’”—(Mr. Emmott.) 


Question proposed,‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 
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.. 1216 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour 1224 
Mr. Whitley .. 1225 
Mr. Bright (Shropshire, Oswestry) 1225 
Mr. Runciman (Dewsbury) 1226 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 194; Noes, 161. (Division List No. 244.) 
Mr. McKenna 1229 
Amendment proposed— 
* Tn line 3, to leave out all the words after the word ‘thereto,’ and 
add the words, ‘ shall be deemed to have been concluded, and the Ques- 
tion on the Third Reading of the Bill shall be put, and the Bill shall be 
passed in such form as, subject to Amendments, the Secretary of State 
introduced the Bill, as soon as the proceedings, if not previously dis- 
posed of, have been under discussion during three Afternoon Sittings 
and four Evening Sittings.’ ”’—(Mr. McKenna.) 
Question proposed, ‘* That the word ‘shall’ stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 1230 
Mr. Churchill . 1231 
Mr. George Whiteley (Yorkshire, W. R., Pudsey) .. 1232 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) - .. 1233 
Mr. Lough 2 . 1233 
Mr, Runciman » 1233 
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Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 


Question proposed, “ That the debate benow adjourned.’ —(Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman.) 


July 5.3 Page 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Whitley ya oe sa ie 1234 
Mr. Leif Jones (Westmoreland, Appleby) .. 123 
Amendment proposed— 

‘** In line 3, to leave out all the words after the word * shall’ and 
insert the words ‘ if under consideration at Twelve o’clock not be in- 
terrupted under Standing Order ‘Sittings of the House.’ ”—(Mr. 
Whitley.) 

(Juestion proposed, ‘ That the words proposed to be left out, to the end of 
line 4, stand part of the Question.” 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. os 2 af : .. 1236 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley) .. . Dat 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) 1238 
Mr. Churchill ne es =o oh: 1239 
Mr. Wills (Dorsetshire, N.) i i 1239 
Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid.) 1240 
Mr. Dalziel ar 1242 
Question put. 
[he House divided :—Ayes, 190 ; Noes, 157. (Division List No. 245.) 
Major Seely (Isle of Wight) .. 1245 
Mr. Emmott a . 1245 
Amendment proposed— 

“Ir line 6, to leave out Clauses 2 and 3, and insert Clause 2 ”— 

(Major Seely)—instead thereof. 

(Juestion proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 1246 
Mr. Runciman .. 1246 
Mr. Churchill me . 1247 
Mr. Charles Hobhouse .. 1247 
Mr. McKenna .. 1247 
Mr. Stuart Samue/ .. 1248 
Mr. Dalziel . 1248 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 172; Noes, 134. (Division List No. 246.) 

Main Question again proposed. 

1251 
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Mr. A. J. Balfour . 1252 

Mr. McKenna " . 1253 

Mr. Lough .. a : - - . 1253 

Mr. J. A. Pease (Essex, Saffron Walden) .. . 1254 

Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) . 1254 

Mr, Dalzei is mee . 1255 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question again proposed. 

Mr. A. J. Balfour .. oA es = eh “Si - «+ 2286 


Amendment made. 


Main Question, as amended, put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 149; Noes, 113. (Division List No. 247.) 


Ordered, That the proceedings in Committee and on Report of the Aliens 
Bill, including proceedings on the financial Resolution relating thereto, shall, 
unless previously disposed of, be brought to a conclusion at the times and 
in the manner hereinafter mentioned — 


(a) The proceedings in Committee on the remaining part of Clause 1, 
and Clauses 2 and 3, and on the Committee stage of the financial 
Resolution, shall be brought to a conclusion on Monday the L0th 
of July. 


(6) The proceedings on the Report stage of the financial Resolution, 
and in Committee on Clauses 4, 5, 6, and 7, shall be brought to a 
conclusion at the termination of the Afternoon Sitting on ‘luesday 
the 11th of July. 


{¢) The proceedings in Committee on the remaining Clauses of the Bill, 
or any new Clauses or Schedules, and any other proceedings neces- 
sary to bring the Committee stage to a conclusion, shall be brought 
to a conclusion at the termination of the Evening Sitting on Tues- 
day the lth of July. 


(d) The consideration of the Report of the Bill shall be appointed for 
Monday the 17th of July, and for the Evening Sitting of the 18th 
of July, and shall be brought to a conclusion on that day. 


(e) At 11 p.m. on Monday the 10th of July, and at 6.50 p.m. on Tues- 
day the 11th of July, and at 12 midnight on Tuesday the 11th of 
July, and at 11 p.m. on Tuesday the 18th of July, the Chairman or 
Speaker shall forthwith put the Question or Questions on any 
Amendment or Motion already proposed from the Chair, and shall 
next proceed successively to put forthwith the Question on any 
Amendments moved by the Government of which notice has been 
given (but no other Amendments), and on every Question necessary 
to dispose of the business allotted to the day or sitting ; 
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(}) In the case of Government Amendments, or of Government new 
Clauses or Schedules, he shall put only the Question that the 
Amendment be made or that the Clause or Schedule be added to the 
Bill, as the case may be. 


The Third Reading of the Bills shall be put down for the Evening 
Sitting on Wednesday the 19th of July, and at Twelve midnight on that day 
the Speaker shall put forthwith any Question necessary to conclude the 
proceedings on that stage of the Bill. 


The proceedings to which this Order relates shall not be interrupted 
except at the Afternoon Sitting at 7.50 p.m. on the 10th and 17th of July, 
under the provisions of any Standing Order relating to the Sittings of the 
House. 


After the passing of this Order, on any day or at any Sitting to which 
Business is allotted under this Order, no dilatory Motion on the Bill or 
Resolution, and no Motion to postpone a Clause of the Bill, shall be received 
unless moved by a Minister in charge of the Bill, and the Question on any 
such Motion shall be put forthwith. 


No Motion under Standing Order 10 shall be received on the 10th, 11th, 
17th, 18th, or 19th July, and no opposed Private Business shall be set down 


at the Evening Sitting for consideration on those days. 


If Progress be reported, the Chairman shall put this Order in force in 
any subsequent sitting of the Committee. 


And, it being after One of the clock, Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House 
without Question put, pursuant to the Standing Order. 


Adjourned at twenty-two minutes before Two o'clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 61TH JULY, 1905, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bill [n.1.]; Metropolitan Electric 
Tramways Bill.—Committee to meet on Thursday next aa , 


Hythe Corporation Bill [#.1.]; Stepney Borough Council (Superannuation) 
Bill [H.L.]—Commons Amendments considered and agreed to ‘ 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bill [u.t.|.—he Lord Chancellor 
acquainted the House, That, in pursuance of Standing Order No. 163a relat- 
ing to Private Bills, he had, on the requisition of the Chairman of Committees 
appointed Robert Moore, of 199, Moulsham Street, Chelmsford, in the 
county of Essex, as guardian or protector of the infant Harry Charles Gray, 
to represent such infant before the Committee on the Bill 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate Bill !4.1.|.—-The Lorp CHANCELLOR 
acquainted the House, That in pursuance of Standing Order No. 1634 
relating to Private Bills, he had, on the requisition of the Chairman of 
Committees, appointed Charles Theobald, of Salisbury House, London 
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. 1261 


. 1261 
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Wall, in the City of London, as guardian or protector of the infants the 
Honouravle Roger Grey, commonly celled Lord Grey of Groby, and the 
Honourable Jane Grey, commonly called Lady Jane Grey, to represent such 


infants before the Committee on the Bill a ass a Exe wo LOGI 
South Barracas eae cone Gas and Coke dential Bill ins Ie _ 

Read 2* : . 126) 
Oldham and Saddleworth District emeye Bill !u.1.].—Read 3", and 

passed, and sent to the Commons Se s+ E26) 


Great Western Railway (New Railways) Bill.—Returmed from the 
Commons with the Amendments agreed to aye : 0: < .. 161 


Donovan’s Divorce Bill [#.1.].—Minutes of Evidence and proceedings before 
this House on the Second Reading, together with the documents deposited 
in the case, returned from the Commons - ~~ - - .. 1261 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [1.u.|.—Roported from 
the Select Committee with Amendments, and committe d to » Committee 
of the Whole House to-morrow .. ee ro 5 ae Re ox 1262 


Glasgow Corporation (Tramways Consolidation) Order Confirmation 
Bill [u.u.] (No. 121).—A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order relating to 
Glasgow Corporation Tramways; And nF “ is 7” .. 1262 


Glasgow Corporation Order Confirmation Bill [u.L.| (No. 122).—A Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order relating to Glasgow Corporation r .. 1262 


Were presented by the Marquess of Linlithgow (pursuant to the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Sections 8 and 9); read 1* and 
to be printed ss he Se zs x a a - .. 1262 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill.—The King’s consent 


signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments 1262 
Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill.—The King’s consent signified ; 
and Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments .. .. 1262 
Edgware and Hampstead ueinteied Bill. ns tein from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments ; ie 3 .. 1262 
Private LEGIsLavion PRoceDURE (ScorLaNnD) Act, 1899.—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House 
as the panel of Lords to act as Commissioners under the Act, viz.: — 
V. Falkland, 
LL. Stewart of Garlies (2. Galloway). 
Agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed accordingly - ‘ .. 1262 
PETITIONS. 
PUBLIC Heatra Acts (AMENDMENT) Biuy [H.1.].—Petition in favour of; of 
Royal Sanitary Institute ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table... .. 1265 


SunpDay CLosinc.—Petition for legislation for; of inhabitants of Carlisle; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table .. a ie oP si xP .. 1263 
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The Secretary of State ‘for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdow ne) 1289 


On Question, Bill read a second time, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House to-morrow. 
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The Duke of Richmond and Gordon. .. 7 by . 1293 

Lord Zouche of Haryngworth iy 1296 
The Lord President of the Council and Preside nt ol the Board of Educa- (l- 

tion (The Marquess of Londonderry) .. - a 3 .. 1298 


TRAWLING IN Non-TERRITORIAL WATERS. 


Lord Heneage 4% ‘ 2 Rie es “ a .. 1302 
Lord Windsor - ses hie a = ses 5 .. 1302 


Hts Masesty THE KING OF SPAIN. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the Honse that he had received from the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs the following translation of a 
note which had been addressed to him by the Spanish Ambassador at 
this Court. 


Ordered, That the said Message be entered on the Journals of the House. .. 1502 


House adjourned at ter minutes before Seven o’clock, till to-morrow 
half-past Ten o'clock 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 6rH JULY, 1905. 
The House met at Two of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution) Bill [Lorps].—A Verbal Amendment 
made; Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments... .. 1303 


Mansfield Corporation Bill amie —Read the third time, and asi with 
Amendments ate ; ‘ se ees a a ; .. 1303 
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London Government Scheme (London and Middlesex) Bill.—As amen ded, 
considered ; to be read the third time to-morrow ae ; v 


PrivaTE Bints (Group L.)—Ordered, That James Lyon Whittle do attend the 
Committee on Group L of Private Bills on Tuesday next, at half-past Kleven 
of the clock 


Private Brits (Group L.)—Sir ALEXANDER Brown reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group L of Private Bills, That for the convenience of parties 
they had adjourned until Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Bill [lorps|.—Reported, with 
Amendments, from the Police and Sanitarv Committee : Report to le upon 
the Table, and to be printed .. 3 ¥ a ¥ re re 


Mailock Bath Improvement Bill [Lorps!.—Reported, with Amendments, 
from the Police and Sanitary Committee ; Report to lie upon the Table 


and to be printed 


Private Bints (Group 1.)—Ordered, That George Rust, Robert Mallam, and 
William Joshua Thomas Welch do attend the Committee on Group J of 
Private Bills on Monday next, at half-past Kleven of the clock 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps. 


That they have agreed to—Hitchin and District Gas Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 


Amendments to South Eastern and London, Chatham and Dover 
tailways Bill [Lords]; without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to amend the Judi- 
cature (Ireland) Acts, 1877 to 1897, and Section 6 of the Local Registration 
of Title (Ireland) Act, 1891, and the Law relating to Bankrupts, and to the 
constitution of certain Election Courts in Ireland.” [Supreme Court of 
Judicature (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill intituled, *‘ An Act for authorising local authorities to make 
bye-laws respecting the exhibition of Advertisements.” [Advertisements 
Regulation Bill [Lords]. 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to confer further powers upon the 
Oldham and Saddleworth District Tramways Company, for the construc- 
tion of a Tramroad; and for other purposes.” —_ 1am and Saddleworth 
District Tramways Bill [Lords]. 


Oldham and Saddleworth District Tramways Bill [Loxvs].—-Read the 
first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bilis 


Southport, Birkdale and West Lancashire Water Board Bill [Lorps].— 
Ordered, That the Evidence taken before the Select Comu ittee of this House 
on the Warrineton Corporation Bill, 1899, be referred to the Committee on 
the Southport, re and West Lanc ashire Water Board Bill [Lords].— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) .. . _ ea - i «e - 
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Inverness Gas and Water Provisional Order Bill.—Reported, without 


Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 
. 1305 


3ill to be read the third time to-morrow 


Port Glasgow Improvement Provisional Order Bill—Reported, with- 
out Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow - 


Educational Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Liverpool, etc.) 
Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment [Provisional Orders con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time 
to-morrow Su ae te re ar 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London, No. 2) Bill 
{Lorps].—Reported, without Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; 


Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time To-morrow 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill {Lorvs].—Reported, with Amendments 
{Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie wpon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill | Lorps}].—Reported, 
with Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the 


Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow .. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill.—Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 

Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) Bill | Lokvs}.—Metropolitan and 
Great Central Railway Companies Bill | Lords] ; Western Valleys (Monmouth- 
shire) Water and Gas Bill [Lords]; Gosport and Fareham Tramways Bill 
[Lords]. Reported, with Amendments; Reports to lie upon the Table 
and to be printed ss ae 4 A ‘a 


PETITIONS. 
Liquor Trarric.—Petition from South Shields, for legislation ; to lie upon 
the Table 


Post OrvIcrE (‘TELEPHONE AGREEMENT).—Petition from Nottingham, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


STREET Betrine Bity.—Petition from Reading, in favour to lie upon the ‘Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MINES AND QuARRIES.—Copy presented, of General Report and Statistics for the 
year 1903, Part IV., Colonial and Foreign Statistics ; Statistics relating to 
Persons employed, Output, and Accidents at Mines and Quarries in the 
British Colonies and in Foreign Countries ail vinsninae to lie upon the 
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JNEBRIATES Acts (INSPECTOR’s Report (ScoTLaND).—Copy presented, of Re- 
port of the Inspector for Scotland, under the Inebriates Acts, for the year 
1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. sie * “a _ 


TRADE Reports: ANNUAL SEeRIEs.—Copies presented of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3428, 3429, 3431, and 3432 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table a “ie ate ae ae ae aig ee 


Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Housre.—Lunacy Copy of 
Return to the Lord Chancellor of the number of visits made and the number 
of patients seen by the several Commissioners in Lunacy during the six 
months ending on the 30th June, 1905 [by Act] 


PASSENGERS TO PLACES ouT oF Evurope.—Return ordered, “ of the Numbers 
and Nationalities of the Passengers that left the United Kingdom for Places 
out of Europe in each month irom June to December, 1905, distinguishing 
the principal Countries in which the Passengers contracted to land.”—(Mr. 
Bonar Law.) 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed, 


[No. 229.] .. 


TecHNICAL Epucation (ScoTLaNb).—Return ordered, “‘ showing the extent to 
which, and the manner in which, local authorities in Scotland have allocated 
and applied funds to the purposes of Technical Education during the year 
ending the 15th day of May, 1905, under the following Acts: The Local 
Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890; The Education and Local Taxa- 
tion Account (Scotland) Act, 1892; The Technical Schools (Scotland) Act, 
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Murphy (Kerry, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Walter Long i oa a i" ie : 


1347 
THe Estate CoMMISSIONERS AND Evicrep TENANTS.—Question, Mr. Murphy ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long.. 1347 
TARIFF REFORMERS IN DuBLIN.—Questions, Mr. Joseph Devlin and Mr. Swift 
MacNeill; Answers, Mr. Walter Long PY bn i“ a «» 1947 
Irish LAND PURCHASE ADVANCES.—Questions, Vincent Kennedy (Cavan, W.) 
and Mr. T. W. Russell 1349 
.. EW MemBer Sworn.—Henry Staveley Hill, esquire, for the County of 
Stafford (Kingswinford Division) 1349 
Criminal Cases (Reservation of Points of Law) Bill |Lorps].—Read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 261.] .. 1349 
Bills of Exchange Act (1882) Ame: dment Bill |Lorps].—Read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
| Bill 262.] 1350 
hy ppPLy [157TH ALLOTTED Day. | 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. | 
CiviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstIMAtEs, 1905-6. REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS.—Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not 
exceeding £6,920,538, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum neces- 
sary to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 51st day of March, 1906, for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Post Office Services, the Expenses of Post Office Savings Banks, and 
Government Annuities and Insurances, and the Collection of the Post Office 
Revenue.” 
The Postmaster General (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) 1550 
Captain Norton (Newington, W ) 1367 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S ) 1374 
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Whereupon Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That a sum, not ex- 
eeeding £6,920,438, be granted for the said Service.” —(Captain Norton.) 


Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.) 
Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) 

Sir George Bartley (Islington, N.) 
Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) 
Mr. Ritchie (Croydon) : 

Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, Colle ge Green) 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 

Mr. Platt-Higgins (Salford, N.) — .. 
7 ‘hancellor of the E eeued : Mr. Austen Chamberlain, Worcester shire, 


Question put. 


ss £383 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 205; Noes, 249. (Division List No. 248.) 


And, it being after half-past Seven of the clock, the Chairman 
‘eft the Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


Administrative County of London and District Electric Power Company 


Bill. 
Order tor Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “* That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) “ 
Mr. Remnant (Finsbury Holborn) 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 


Amendment proposed— 


**'To leave out all the words from the word ‘ that,’ and add the 
words ‘ this House declines to read the Billa second time until the House 
has come to decision upon the Supply of Electricity Bill? ’—(Mr. 
Remnant.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade (Mr. Bonar Law, 
Glasgow, Blackfriars) 

Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) .. 

Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.) .. 

Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) .. ’ 

Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) 

Mr. Guest (Plymouth) ' 

Mr. Cumming Macdona (Southwark, Rotherhithe) 


1411 
1414 
[41s 


1423 
145] 
1454 
1456 
1458 
1439 
1440 
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Question put. 
The House divided ; Ayes 198 ; Noes 158 (Division List No. 249.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed. 
Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Bill.—Order for third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a third 
time. 


Mr. Swift MacNeill .. oi na “ _ as = .. 1445 
Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day three months.’ ’—(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 


(Juestion proposed. “ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) .. 1447 
(Juestion put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 118; Noes, 66. (Division List No. 250.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Sunday Trading (Scotland) Bill—Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 


charged. Bill withdrawn ? i .. 1449 
Factory and Workshop Act (1902) Amendment Bill.—Order for Second 

Reading read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn be se .. 1450 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed. “ That this House do now adjourn.” 


(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


Major Seely (Isle of Wight) - és .. 1451 
The Prime Minister and First Lord of ‘the Tre asury “( Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, FE.) ” a re. ee .. 1451 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) .. oe ts . 1451 
Sir A. Acland-Hood 5 e .. 1451 


Question put, and agreed to. 


New Writ.—New Writ for the borough of Carlisle, in the room of the right 
hon. William Court Gully,, now Viscount Selby, callel up to the House 
of Peers.—(Mr. Herbert Gladstone.) 





Adjourned at Two minutes before One o’clock, 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 7ra JULY, 1905. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied with : 
—Malvern Water. 
The same was ordered to lie on the Table zi és o as .. 1453 

Sranpinc OrpErs Commirrer.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the petition for the Dover Harbour Pill ought 
to be dispensed with, and leave given to introduce the Bill. 


Read, and agreed to a%s of ate ts ai bg “ .» 1453 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company (Various Powers) Bill e L. 
Reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments —.. .. 1458 


London Gas Bill.—Reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments 1453 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Brompton Railway (No. 1) Bill.—The 


King’s consent signified ; and Bill reported, with Amendments .. 1453 
Dublin United Tramways Bill.—Committee to meet on Tuesday nexu —..-1453 
Dover Harbour Bill [u.L.]—Presented, and read l* .. 4 ee .. 1453 
Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water cmnpeny Bill sun L. |.—Read 

o*, and passed, and sent to the Commons .. .. 1453 
Donovan's Divorce Bill [1.1.|.—Retiurned from the Commons agreed to 2. 1453 


Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution) Bill [1.L.|.; Mansfield Corporation Bill 
[w..] > He astings Tramways Bill [H.1.]. A oe from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. ‘he said Amendments considered, and agreed to 1453 


Inverness Gas and Water Provisional Order Bill (No. 127) ; Port Glasgow 
Improve ment Provisional Order Bill (No. 128).—Brought from the Commons; 
read 1*; to be printed ;_ and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, Sections 9 and 16), deemed to have been read 2, (The 
Marquess of Linlithgow), and renorted from the Committee .. ewe 1484 


London Government Scheme (Hackney and Edmonton Unions) Bill (No. 
I: *9); Lon lon Government Scheme (London and Middlesex) Bill No. 130 


Brought trom the Commons; read 1*; to be printed; and referred to 
the Examiners... i st af Se rs me ~ .. 1454 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bil!.—-House to be in Com- 
mittee on Monday next 5 a “ és Ka ‘a .. 1454 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [1.1.].—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order). The Amendments proposed by the Select Com- 
mittee made. Standing Committee negatived. The Report of Amend- 
ments to be received on Monday next ss ee ‘3 ~ .. 1454 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Boarp oF Epucation.—Building regulations, being principles to be observed 
in planning and fitting up new buildings for public elementary schools, 
together with rules as to construction and certain requirements as to plans 1454 


IrisH LAND Act, 1903.—Regulations made by the Lord-Lieutenant in pursuance 
of the provisions of Section 23 (8) of the Act .. ae Be me .. 1454 


Army (VoLuNTEERS).—Circular letter addressed to General Officers Commanding 
in-Chief = ‘Sa ee is Ag we a ie .. 1454 


COLONIES (ANNUAL).—No. 450. Wei-hai-Wei (Report for 1904) xa .. 1454 


TraDE Reports: ANNUAL Series.—No. 3453. United States (California, 
Nevada, Utah, and Arizona) .. a a a ve me .. 1455 


RatibWAy AcCIDENTS.—General report to the Board of ‘Lrade upon the accidents 
that have occurred on the Railways of the United Kingdom during the 
year 1904. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table .. mn »» 1455 


Post OrFice (INLAND Post) =raTruToRY RULES AND OrpDERs, 1905, No, 781.— 
The Inland Post Amendment (No. 2) Warrant, 1905, dated June 26th, 1905. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. 1455 


BusINess oF THE House.—Standing Order No. XXXIX. considered (accord- 
ing to order), and suspended for th’s day’s sitting .. 7 = .. 1455 


Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Bill—Brought from the Commons and read 1". 


(Standing Order No. XXXIX, having “been suspe a Bill read 2". Com- 
mittee negatived. Bill read 3*, and “passed “ is — .. 1455 


Coal Mines (Weighing of Minerals) Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1"; to be printed ; and to be read 2* on Thursday next.—(The Lord 
Newton.) (No. 125) a: 4 “5 o * at a .. 1455 


Compensation for Damage to Crops Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1*; and to be printed. (No. 126) es om i, ws ee 1455 


Agricultural Rates Act, 1896, etc., Continuance Bill. —House in Committee 
(accordng to order). Bill repo:ted witho t Amendmen . Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to b+ read 3° on Monday next .. - .. 1455 

NILE STEAMERS. 

Lord Muskerry din wa ‘s ics me - ws -. 1455 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lansdowne = 1156 

Lire Savine APPLIANCES AT Sea. 

Lord Muskerry . .. 1456 


The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies (Che ‘Duke of Marlborough 1458 
Viscount Knutsford a , .. 1460 
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War Stores Comniission Bill. [Seconp Reapinc].—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 


Bill read 2" (according to order). 
The Lord-Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) ed a .. 1460 
Moved, “ That the Bill be committed.”—(The Lord-Chancellor.) 


The Marquess of Ripon .. As 25 es md re .. 1460 
The Lord-Chancellor ; o ‘i a bi .. L461 
Lord Davey re és - er Ks $6 .. 1462 
The Lord-Chancellor cs 3s ‘% es ws oe .. 1462 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Bill committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 
THe Memoria to Lorp SAtispury. 
Earl Spencer “a ~ ye es ie ‘0 7 .. 1463 
Lara Hawkesbury .. si sia .. 1463 
The First Commissioner of W orks (Lord W indsor) ‘3 ae .. 1462 
PassENGERS To PLacus out or Europe. 
The Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies (The Duke of Marlborough) 1466 
Moved, for a Return of the Numbers and Nationalities of the Passengers 
that left the United Kingdom for Places out of Europe in each month 
trom June to December, 1905, distinguishing the principal countries in 
which the passengers confracted to land.—(The Duke of Marlborough.) 
Karl Spencer - ae ‘i ys as a ‘3 .. 1466 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


House adjourned at a quarter past Five o’clock, to Monday next, 
a quarter before Eleven o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 7ta# JULY, 1905: 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


VIsIT OF THE KING oF SPAIN. 


Mr. SPEAKER informed the House, That he had received a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State, which he read to the House... i és es .. 1467 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitus [Lorps| (No StanpinG Orpers AppLICABLE).—Mr. SPEAKER 
laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, originating in the Lords, 
and referred on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, 
viz. :—Corbett Estate Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time es sch ee ee 1468 
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ProvISIONAL OrbER BILLs |LoRps|] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CompLiep Witn).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz. :—Gas and Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next 


Donovan’s Divorce Bill | Lorps!.—Read the third time, and aia without 
Amendment % » ' bf a ay ! 


Hastings ho staal Bill ease —Read the third time, and been with 
Amendments ; ba = 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Liverpool, etc.) Bill 
|Lorps]; Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London, No. 
’) Bill [Lords ].—Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment 


Inverness Gas and Water Provisional Order Bill; London Government 
Scheme (London and Middlesex) Bill; Port Glasgow Improvement Provi- 
sional Order Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill | Loxps|.—Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill [Lords!; Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill.—As 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time upon Monday next 


London Government Scheme (Hackney and Edmonton wens Bill (by 
Order).—Read the third time, and passed : 


Bangor (County Down) Water and Improvement Bill | Lorps|.—-Reported, 
with Amendments, from the Police and Sanitary Committee ; Report 
to he upon the Table, and to be printed 


Great Central Railway Bill |Lorps|.—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed . ; 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Army (VOLUNTEERS).—Copy presented, of Circular Letter addressed to General 
Officers Commanding-in-Chief relative to the Volunteer Force [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table ; 


Board oF Epucation (BuiLpINe REGULATIONS).—Copy presented, of the 
Building Regulations, being principles to be observed in planning and fitting 
up new buildings for Public Elementary Schools, together with Rules as to 
construction and certain requirements as to plans [by Command!; to lie 
upon the Table 


Post Orrice (INLAND Post).—Copy presented, of the Inland Post Amendment 
(No. 2) Warrant, 1905, dated 26th si 1905 wiles Act]; to lie upon the 
Table , 
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1470 
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Irish Lanp Act, 1903 (REGULATIONS).—Copy presented, of Regulations made 
by the Lord-Lieutenant in pursuance of the provisions of Section 23 (8) of 
The Irish Land Act, 1905 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table — .. .. 1470 


REVENUE AND EXpeNbDITURE (ENGLAND, ScoTLAND, AND [RELAND).—Return 
presented, relative thereto [ordered 17th April; Mr. sini to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 250.] os a .. L470 


Rattway AccipENTS (GENERAL Report).—Copy presented, of General Report 
to the Board of Trade upon the Accidents that have occurred on the Rail- 
ways of the United Kingdom during the year 1904 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table —.. 5 & ia Ps ii be .. 1470 


TRADE Rerorts (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 3433 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table i Ke as és a 6 a a os .. L470 


CoLoniaAL Rerorts (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Colonial Report No, 450 
(Wei-hai-Wei, Annual Report for 1904) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table a 56 ee i es % - ve yi .. 1470 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


DeatH OF Fitzpatrick IN CooTEHILL INFIRMARY—REEFUSAL OF LOCAL Doctor 
TO ADMINISTER ETHER.—Qnestion, Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Walter Long .. 7 és be ~ od 2s ‘3 » 87 


By-Laws IN Rurat Districts ReTturn.—Question, Sir Edward Strachey 
(Somersetshire, 8S.) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Baltour 5 ius .» 1472 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING ConTRACTs.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; 
Answer, Mr. Victor Cavendish .. 4 ag =f te 0 avo L472 


ARMY CANTEENS—TENANT SysTeEM.—Question, Mr. Benn (Devonport) ; 
Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. - - sie - $3 + .. 1472 


Care CoLony AND NATAL’s CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE BritisH NAyv.—Question, 
Mr. Morrell (Oxfordshire, Woodstock) ; Answer, Mr. Pretyman .. .. 1475 


NAMES ON CarTs IN THE IRIsH LANGUAGE.—Question, Mr. Boland (Kerry, 5.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson... ss 24 - i - cig .. 74 


CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BiILL—GovERNMENT AMENDMENTS.—Question, Mr. 
Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) ; Answer, Mr. Scott Dickson .. 1474 


Y1ELD OF Direct AND INpirEcT TaxaTIoN.—Question, Mr. Toulmin (Bury, Lan- 
cashire) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain is ‘6 .. 1474 


ReEsuLTs OF Work OF SEISTAN CoMMISSION.—Question, Mr. Schwann (Mancheste 
N.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick - - oe - nn we .. 1475 


Promotion or IrisH NAtTIonAL ScuooL, TEACHERS.—Questions, Mr. Sloan 
(Belfast, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Welter Long ae me , ste .. 1478 
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Compensation for Damage to Crops Bill.—As amended (by the Standing 
Committee) cconsidered. 


Mr. Mount (Berkshire, Newburv) “a - + “ -. 1478 
A Clause. (Powers for the extinction and prevention of fire). 


(1) A railway company may enter on any land and do all things 
reasonably necessary for the purpose of extinguishing, or arresting the 
spread of, any fire caused by sparks or cinders emitted from any loco - 
motive enyine. 


*(2) A railway company may, for the purpose of preventing or 
diminishing the risk of fire in a plantation, wood, or orchard through 
sparks or cinders emitted from any locomotive engine, enter upon any 
part of the plantation, wood, or orchard, or on any land adjoining 
thereto, and cut down and clear away any undergrowth, and take any 
other precautions reasonably necessary for the purpose; but they 
shall not, without the consent of the owner of the plantation, wood, or 
orchard, cut down or injure any trees, bushes, or shrubs. 

* (3) A railway company exercising powers under this section shall 
pay full compensation to any person injuriously affected by the ex- 
ercise of those powers, including compensation in respect of loss of 
amenity, and any compensation so payable shall, in case of difference, be 
determined in England and Ireland by two justices in manner provided 
by Section 24 of The Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, and in 
Scotland by the sheriff in manner provided by Section 22 of The Lands 
Clauses Consolidation (Scotland) Act, 1845.—( Mr. Mount.) 


Brought up, and read the first and second time. 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkcudbrightshire)  .. ¥ me ae .. 1480 


Amendment proposed to the clause— 


** In line 1, after the word ‘ land’ to insert the words ‘ or moorland.’ ” 
(Sir Mark Stewart.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Brigg. (Yorks, W.R., Keighley) a - ae at _. 1480 
Mr. Courtensy Warner (Staffordshire., Lichfield) = - .. 1480 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire, Leominster) .. a 4s .. 1480 
Amendment proposed to the clause— 
*“In line 7, alfer the word ‘engine’ to insert the words ‘ after 


having obtained the consent of the owner of the plantation, wood, o1 
orchard.’ ””—(Sir James Rankin.) 
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Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Munro Ferguson ( Leith Burghs) .. 148] 
The Attorney-General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) s4 .. 148] 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) * re ea ‘ee .. 1482 
Amendment proposed to the clause— 
“Tn line 7, to leave out from the word ‘ enter’ to the word ‘ and,’ 
in line 8, and insert the words ‘thereon within twenty yards of the 
railway fence. ’”’—(Sir Joseph Leese.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause,” 


Mr. Mount .. ' - se ‘a = .. 1485 
Mr. Lyell (Dorsetshire, E. " sy a“ .. 1485 
Sir Edward Strachey (Somer. setshire, E. Disks ' ” .. 1483 
Mr. Edmund Faber (Hampshire, Andover) - ee .. 1484 
Sir Frederick Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) .. - a .. 1484 


Amendinent, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause added to the Bill. 
Amendments proposed to the Bill— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 5, after the word ‘ when’ to insert thie 
words ‘after this Act eomes into operation.’ ” 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 16, to leave out the word * Act? and 
insert the word ‘ section.” ”’—(Mr. Mount). 


Amendments agreed to. 


Mr. Soares <a is - x - re <4 .. 1484 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 18, to leave out the word ‘ one’ and insert the 
word ‘ five >—(Mr. Soares)—instead- thereof.” 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the word ‘ one’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Bright (Shropshire, Oswestry) ig ae ” ia .. 1485 
Mr. Geo. Faber (York) wi - re wy . 1485 
Mr. Mount ' ’ .. 1485 
Mr. Courtenay Warner 1486 
Sir Robert Finlay .. zs i 1486 
Mr. Spear (Devonshire, Tavistock) . 1486 
Mr. Luke White (Yorkshire, E.R., Buekrose) a .. 1487 
Mr. H. D. Green (Shrewsbury) af ’ Be .. 1487 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Amendments proposed to the Bill— 
** In page 1, to leave out Clause 2.” 
“In page 2, line 7, to leave out the words * No action under this 
Act shall be,’ and insert the words ‘ This Act shall not apply in the case 
of any action for damage by fire.’ ”’—(Mr. Mount.) 
Amendments agreed to. 
Sir Mark Stewart .. <i - « ie os % .. 1438 


({mendment proposed to the Bill— 


“ In page 2, line 10, to leave out the word ‘ seven,” and msert the 
word ‘ fourteen’ ””—(Sir Mark Stewart)—instead thereof. 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘ seven’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir Chas. Renshaw (Renfrew, W.) ie ‘os us “ -« 1489 
Mr. Soares aa ok ae ee ae =i “2 .- 1489 
Col. Pilkington es oe fa ee aa ~e 1489 
Mr. Lyell... a3 : os aa - - Pe .- 1490 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Sir Robert Finlay .. wa ia a a “a - -. 19 
Amendment proposed to the Bill 

“In page 2, line 10, after the word ‘ damage ’ to insert the words 

‘and within fourteen days as regards particulars of the damage.’ ”°— 

(The Attorney-General.) 
Amendment agreed to. 

Sir Mark Stewart .. as os ee ws vs a -- 2491 


Amendment proposed to the Bill 


“ In page 2, line 15, after the word ‘ land,’ to insert the words ‘ or 
moorland.’ ”—(Sir Mark Stewart.) 


(Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ or moorland ’ be there inserted.” 


Mr. Seymour Ormsby-Gore (Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) Bal .. 1491 
Sir Chas. Renshaw .. be SS he ws *s _ .. 1491 


Question put and negatived. 


Amendment proposed to the Buill— 


“In page 2, line 24, to leave out the words ‘ Compensation for 
Damage to Crops,’ and insert the words ‘ Railway Fires. °° —(Mr. 
Mount.) 
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Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 24, at end to insert the words ‘ This Act shall 
apply to agricultural land under the management of the Commissioners 
of Woods and to agricultural crops thereon.’ ”°—(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


Motion made, and Question, “‘ That the Bill be now read the third time,” 


put, and agreed to. 


(King’s consent signified), Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Coal Mines (We‘ghing of Minera!s) Bill. 
As amended (by the Standing Committee), considered. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 17, after the words ‘ deputy check-weigher,’ to 
insert the words ‘ as the case may be.’ ” 


“In page 2, line 10, after the words * check-weigher,’ to insert the 
words, ‘ or deputy-check-weigher. ’ ” 


” 


“In page 2, line 14, to leave out the word ‘ so.’ 


‘In page 2, line 14, after the word ‘ paid,’ to insert the words ‘ as 
aforesaid.’ ” 


“In page 2, line 16, at the beginning, to insert the words ‘ For 
the purposes of the principal Act and of this Act.’ ” 


“In page 2, line 19, after the word ‘ shall,’ to insert the words ‘ be 
deemed to,’ ” 


“In page 2, line 28, after the word ‘ gotten,’ to insert the words 
‘be deemed to.’ ” 


“In page 2, line 29, after the word ‘ those,’ to insert the words ‘ wh« 
are.’ ” 

“In page 2, line 29, to leave out the words ‘in respect of, and 
insert the word ‘ from.’ ” 


“In page 5, line 10, after the word ‘ and,’ to insert the words ‘ The 
Coal Mines Regulation Act (1887) Amendment Act, 1903, and.’ ” — 
(Mr. Compton Rickett.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Bill be now read a third 


time.” 


Mr. Compton Rickett (Scarborough) es 
Colonel P tkington (Lancashire, Newton) .. a - wr ee 
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Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) .. sic he a .. 1495 
Colonel Pilkington .. a i , 5 er .. 1496 
Sir William Tomlinson ne ey .. 1496 

The Under-Secretary of State for the ties De re (M r. Cochrane, 
Ayrshire, N.) .. 5 3 es Se ‘ .. 1496 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


Drunkenness (Ireland) Bill.—As amended (by the Standing Committee) 
considered. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 31, after the word ‘ or,’ to insert the word * know- 


ingly.’ °° —(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read the third 


time.” 

Colonel Nolan (Galway, N.) ne - Pe a o .- 1497 
Mr. T. W. Russell .. * ae ne ve - .. 1498 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islinaton, S. ae + a = .. 1498 
Mr. Joseph Devlin en N.} rm , oe fs .. 1499 
Mr. Nolan (Louth, 8S.) Pe =e ae a “7 .. 1499 


Amendment proposed— 


** To leave out from the word ‘ be,’ to the end of the Question, and 
add the words ‘ recommitted to a Committee of the whole House in 
respect of Clauses 11 and 13.’ ”’—(Mr. Nolan.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Mooney (Dublin, County, 8S.) .. i - i is .» 150k 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 157; Noes, 22. (Division List No. 251.) 
Main Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 147; Noes, 18. (Division List No, 252.) 
Bill read the third time and passed. 


Public Trustee and Executor Bi!',—As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), further considered. 


Mr. Slack (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) fp x my .. 1505 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“ In page 1, line 26, at end, to insert the words ‘ Notice of any pro- 


posed appointment of the public trustee either as a new or additional 
trustee shall be given to all persons beneficially interested who are 
resident in the United Kingdom and whose addresses are known to the 
persons proposing to make the appointment or applying to the Court 
for that purpose or if such beneficiaries are infants to their guardians.’ ” 


—(Mr. Slack.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 





Page 


The Solicitor-General (Sir Edward Carson, Dublin University) .. . 1505 

Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) .. 3 ; . 1506 

Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 1506 
Question put and agreed to. 

Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool, Exchange) 1507 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“Tn page 2, line 5, at the end, to insert the words, ‘ If in the execu- 

tion of any trust any discretion is vested in the public trustee the Court 

may upon the application of any person interested under the instrument 

creating the trust or otherwise direct in what manner such discretion 

shall be exercised.’ ”°—(Mr. Charles McArthur.) 
Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 

Sir Edward Carson . 1507 

Mr. Butcher (York) ~ - 1508 

Sir F. Dixon-Hartland (Middlesex, Uxbridge) 1508 

Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) ss 1509 

Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Street) 1509 

Sir Robert Reid 1510 

Sir Albert Rollit , 1510 

Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8.) 1511 

Mr. Stuart Wortley .. 1511 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Mr. H. D. Greene (Shrewsbury) 1512 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“ In page 2, line 6, to leave out Sub-section 5.”°—(Mr. H. D. Greene.) 

Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 

the Bill.” 

Sir Edward Carson . 1512 


Question put and negatived, 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 2, line 12, at the end, to add the words, ‘ Provided that 
this section shall only apply to the will of a person dying, or to a settle- 
ment or other instrument executed after the passing of this Aet.’? ”— 
(Mr. Charles McArthur.) 
(Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Edward Carson .. is z . - aa ra .. 1518 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 13, to leave out the words, ‘ general order’ and 
insert the word ‘ rule.’ ”°—(Mr. H. D. Green2.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Sir A. Helder (Whitehaven) 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 2, line 16, after the word ‘ administration,’ to insert the 
words ‘ subject to the right of the next of kin or any person thereunto 
now by law entitled to a grant of administration. ””°—(Sir Augustus 
Helder.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Edward Carson .. a = +; ” = m, i 


ou 
— 
aU) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed to the Bilf— 


“In page 2, line 22, at the end, to insert the words ‘ and that as 
between the public trustee and the widower, widow, or next of kin of 
the deceased, the widower, widow, or next of kin shal] be preferred, 
unless for good cause shown to the contrary.’ ”—(Mr. Solicitor-General.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Charles McArthur “i ‘s or i mr oe .. 1514 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 5, line 5, to leave out the words ‘ fraud or negligence ’ 
and insert the words ‘ act or omission °—(Mr. Charles McArthur)—in- 


stead thereof.” 


(Juestion proposed, *‘ That the werds proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Sir Edward Carson .. a ar a a .. 1514 
Mr. Charles McArthur , ; .. 1514 
Sir M. Hicks- Beach , 5 ag 54 .. 1514 


Sir Edward Carson .. 4 ee mt oe re - 1515 
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Amendment ruled out of Order. 


Mr. Butcher .. fd . nig sy B sé a «« 1626 
Mr. Cripps .. ” si - 5 Je a 53 o« 1516 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“Tn page 3, line 8, to leave out the words ‘ act or. ” 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words ‘ act or’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir Albert Rollit 1516 
Sir James Joiczy .. a - = ne Ke “3 -. 1517 
Sir F. Dixon-Hartland ey nt £4 9 7 bs .. 1518 
Mr. George Faber (Yori:) oes .. el a .. 1518 
Sir Edward Carson 1518 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed to the Bili— 
“In page 3, line 12, to leave out Sub-section (2).? °-—(Mr. H. D. 
Greene.) 
Amendment negatived. 
Mr. Charles McArthur es “ es - ae ee eo 1519 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“Tn page 3, line 21, at the end, to insert the words ‘ Provided that 
no fees shall be charged in respect of the income arising from the invest- 
ments of any trust fund or trust estate which can be remitted under 
written directions from the person or company or corporation liable 
to pay the same direct to the usufructuary or to any person or persons 
or bank or to any other destination to or which he is authorised to direct 
the same to be paid, remitted, or sent.’ ””—(Mr. Charles McArthur.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Edward Carson .. ex 7 os - 8 ‘ .. 1520 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. - 7 ‘a - .. 1520 
Question put and negatived. 
Sir William Tomlinson i 4s - i ae e“ oe 1520 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“Tn page 3, line 24, after the first word ‘ paid’ to insert the words 
‘including if required a preliminary fee for investigating the particulars 
of the trust oi executorship proposed to be vested in the public ‘ru ‘tee. 
—(Sir William Tomlinson.) 
(Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
1521 


Sir Edward Carson .. °°... re 2 ie 486 mC ea 
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Question put and negatived. 
6 Sir Edward Carson .. ee ie its ne si e .. 1521 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“Tn page 3, line 29, at the end, to insert the words ‘ (4) The fees 
under this section shall be arranged from time to time so as to produce 


an annual amount sufficient to discharge the salaries and other expenses 
incidental to the working of this Act (including such sum as the Trea- 


6 sury may from time to time determine to be required to insure the Con- 

7 solidated Fund against loss under this Act), and no more.’ ”’—(Mr. 

8 Solicitor-General.) 

8 

8 Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Jams Joicey.. ba ei oe i iu .. 1521 
Mr. Perks (Lincolnshire, Loti) a i de yr - .. 1522 
Mr. Stuart Wortley ‘ a " ah ws me -. 1522 
Mr. George Faber .. as és aes ‘ie .. 1522 
Mr. Soares (Devonshire, Barnstaple) - “a és es .. 1523 
Sir Albert Rollit - - a ce se sis e .. 1523 
Colonel Pilkington .. vs & 2 va .. 1524 
Mr. Edmund Faber (Hants, Andover) tie is 4 “6 .. 1524 

19 Question put. 


Sir Howarp Vincent and Mr. Crooks were appointed Tellers for the Ayes, 
but no Member being willing to act as Teller for the Noes, Mr, SPEAKER 
declared the Ayes had it. 

Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, to leave out Clause 7.” —(Mr. Solicitor-General.) 


Amendment agreed to. 








Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
20 ‘ 
0 | Sir Edward Carson .. i “3 ws Be 4 “e -. 1524 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
1) “Tn page 4, line 12, at the end, to insert the words ‘ but he shall not 
decline to accept any trust on the ground only of the small value of the 


trust property.’ ”°—(Mr. Solicitor-General.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Sir Joseph Dimsdale vaeniae os re ‘ ei ‘ea .. 1524 
Mr. Gibson Bowles .. ae je - sa mi .. 1524 
Mr. George Faber... a x "i i om ‘- .. 1525 
Sir James Joicey... sh ss i ts oe we .. 1525 
Sir Edward Carson .. ae ‘i és my as we -. 1526 


Question put. 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 180; Noes, 32. (Division List No. 253.) 


And, it being after half-past Five of the clock, Further consideration of the 
Bill, as amended, stood adjourned. 


Bill. as amended, to be further considered upon Monday next. 


Medical Act (1886) Amendment Bill.—Read a second time, and committed for 


Monday next . 1527 


NEW BILLS. 


Rurat District Councrts (ComPpensATION).—Bill to make better provision for 
the Compensation of Rural District Councils in respect of loss occasioned by 
an alteration of the area or boundaries of their districts, ordered to be 
brought in by Sir Edward Strachey, Mr. Disraeli, Mr. Warner, and Mr. 
Yerburgh 1528 


Rural District Councils (Compensation) Bill.—‘ To make better provision 

for the Compensation of Rural District Councils in respect of loss occasioned 

by an alteration of the area or boundaries of their districts,” presented ac- 

cordingly and read the first time; to be read a second time upon Friday, 

28th July, and to be printed. [Bill 263.] ae - ne ie .. 1529 
Trade Mark Bills.—Reported, with Amendments, from the Select Committee, 

with special Report and Minutes of Evidence. Report and Special Report 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed [No. 231. ] 


Bill, as amended, recommitted to a Committee of the Whole House for 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill264.] — .. x ¥ .. 1529 


MrsSAGE FROM THE LorDs. 


That they have agreed to—Mr. Speaker’s Retirement Bill ; Consolidated 
Fund (No. 2) B Il. 


Amendments to—Hythe Corporation Bill [Lords]; Stepney Borough 
Council (Superannuation) Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for conferring further 
powers on the Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Company. 
Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Company Bill [Lords]... .. 1529 


Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and Water Company Bill [ Lorps].—Read 


the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 1530 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put, in 
pursuance of Standing Order No, 3. 


Adjourned at twenty minites before Six o’clock till Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. And also the Certificates that the 
e further Standing Orders applicable to 

Oya Ot: e ° 
Monday, 26th June, 1905. the following Bills have not been com- 
—_—— plied with :—Newry, Keady, and Tynan 
SAT FIRST. Light Railway ; London County Council 

The Lord Harlech sat first in Parlia- (General Powers). 
ment after the death of his father. The same were ordered to lie on the 
ee Table. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
North-Eastern Railway Bill. Report 


aac from His Majesty’s Attorney-General 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted received, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the London County Council (General 
Certificates from the Examiners that Powers) Bill; Newry, Keady, and Tynan 
the further Standing Orders applicable! Light Railway Bill. Examiner’s Certi- 
to the following Bills have been complied | ticates ot non-compliance with the 
with :—Midland Railway ; North-Eastern | Standing Orders referred to the Standing 
Railway ; Worcestershire County Council Orders Committee on Friday next. 
(Bridges); Bootle Corporation: Cale- | ; 
donian Railway. | Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and 
| Water Company Bill [H.L.]. Committed. 
Also the Certificate that the Standing | 
Orders applicable to the following Bill} Andover Lighting and Power Bill. 
have been complied with-:—Local Gov- | The CuatrMAN or ComiTTEEs informed 
ernment (Ireland) Provisional Orders | the House that the opposition to the 
(No. 4). | Bill was withdrawn. The orders made 
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3 Private 


on the 22nd of May last and the 8th 
instant discharged, and Bill committed. 


Skegness Water Bill. Read 2a, and 


committed. 


Bolton Corporation Bill; North-East- 
ern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill. Read 
2a, and committed. The Committees 
to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection. 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate 
Bill [w.u.]. Read 2a. 
Bristol Blind Asylum™ (Bill [H.1.]; 


Central Electric Supply Bill [H.1.]. Read 
Sa, and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


County of London Electric Supply 
Company Bill [H.L.]. Read 3a. Amend- 
ments made. Bill passed, and sent to 
the Commons. 


Humber Conservancy Bill [H.u.]. Read 
Sa, and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


London United Tramways (Extension 
of Time) Bill. Read 3a, and passed. 


Great Northern Railway Bill. Read 
Sa, with the Amendments, and passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 

Highland Railway Bill. Read 3a, 
with the Amendment, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


North British Railway (General Powers) 
Bill; Shropshire, Worcestershire, and 
Staffordshire Electric Power Bill; Great 
Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill ; London 
County Council (Money) Bill; Metro- 
politan Electric Tramways Bill. Brought 
from the Commons; read la; and referred 
to the Examiners. 


Alexandra Park and Palace Bill [#.1.]; 
Metropolitan Railway Bill [H.L.]. Re- 
turned from the Commons agreed to. 


Barry Railway Bill [H.u.]. Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with an 
Amendment. The said Amendment con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Bill 
Bill 


[H.L.] ; 


[H.L.]. 


Clacton 
Dearne 


Improvement 


Valley Railway 





{LORDS} 





Bill Business. Oe: 


Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


Croydon Corporation Bill; Stockport 
Corporation Bill; Birmingham Corpora- 
tion Bill; Brentwood Gas Bill. Returned 
trom the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to. 


Donovan’s Divorce Bill[H.L.]. Message 
from the Commons for copy of the 
Minutes of Evidence taken before the 
House; together with the proceedings 
and the documents deposited in the 
Cases. Ordered to be communicated with 
a request that they may be returned. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 9) Bill. House in 
Committee (according to order), Bills 
reported without Amendment. Stand- 
ing Committee negatived: and Bills to 
be read 3* To-morrow. 


Municipal Corporations (Merthyr Tyd- 
fil Scheme Confirmation) Bill [#.1.]. 
Commons Amendments considered (ac- 
cording to order), and agreed to. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill. Read 2* (according to 
crder), and committed. The Committee 
to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 15) Bill. Read 2" (according to 
order), and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London No. 1) Bill [#..] : 
Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill fut]; Gas and Water 
Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [#.1.]. 
Read 3" (according to order), and passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill [x.1.]. Amendments reported 
(according to order), and Bill to be read 
3* To-morrow. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Order (Gas) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) 
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Bill; Local Government Provisional Or- | 
Read 3" (according | and Grenoble). 


ders (No. 7) Bill. 
to order), and passed, 


PETITION. 


LICENSED HOUSES. 


Petition for earlier closing of; of | 


persons signing; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


PARLIAMENTARY 
(RECESS). 


PAPERS 


The Lorpd CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the following Papers, 


vB 1995} 


having been commanded to be presented | 


Papers (Recess). 6 
| No. 3409. France (Lyons, St. Etienne 
(June 20.) 

No. 3410. Turkey (Palestine). 

No. 3411. Spain 
and Leon). 
| No. 3412. Sweden (Stockholm ant 
the Eastern Coast of Sweden). 

No. 3413. France (Dunkirk). (June 21.) 

No. 5414. Spain (Cadiz). 

No. 3415. Muskat. (June 23.) 

Nc. 5416. Italy (Central Italy). 

No. 5417. Austria - Hungary (Fiume). 
(June 24.) 


If. Index to Reports of His Majesty’s 
Diplomatic and Consalar representatives 
abroad on trade and subjects of general 
interest (with Appendix), 1904. (June 21.) 


(Galicia, Asturias, 


Factory and Workshop. Annual Re- 


to this House by His Majesty, had been{ port of the chief inspector of factories 
so presented on the following dates by | and workshops, for the vear 1904. Part 





delivery to the Clerk of the Parliaments, 
pursuant to Standing Order No. CXL, 
ViZ.; 


| mission). 


Churches (Scotland) Bill. Return of 
extracts from Acts of the Parliaments 
of Scotland, relating to the Church of, 
Scotland, passed in the years 1690, 16953, | 
and 1707, showing the repeals in the | 


I. Reports. (June 14.) 

Historical Manuscripts (Royal Com- 
Report on manuscripts of 
the Earl of Egmont. Vol. [L., Part II. 
(June 14.) 


Colonies (Annual)— 
No. 448. St. Helena (Report for 1904). 





Acts of 1693 and 1707 proposed by 
the Churches (Scotland) Bill. (June 9.) 


TRADE REPORTS. 


I, (Annual Series ,— 


No. 3398. United States (Philadel- | 


phia). 
No. 3399. Austria-Hungary. (June 9.) 
No. 3400. Guatemala (Quezaltenango) 


No. 3402. Germany (Grand Duchy of 
Baden). 

No, 3403. Netherlands (Java). (June 
It.) 

No. 3404. Denmark (Faroe Islands). 
(Jure 15.) 


No, 3405. Japan (Nerth Formosa). | 


(June 16.) 


No. 5406. Western Pacific (Friendly 
Islands). 


No. 5407. Corea. (June 17.) 
No. 3408. Persia (the Persian Gult). 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


(June 14.) 


No. 449. Falkland Islands (Report 
| for 1904). (June 21.} 
| Commercial, No. 3 (1905). Inter- 


national Sugar Commission (Spring Ses- 
'sion, 1905). Report of British delegate 
/and correspondence (in continuation of 
| “Commercial, No. 1 (1905),” [Cd. 2349]). 


‘ ‘| (June 14.) 
No. 3401. United States (New Orleans). | 


| 

|. London Unemployed Fund. Prelim- 
| inary statement (as on the 14th of April, 
| 1905), prepared at the request of the 


| President of the Local Government 
| Board by the Central Executive Com- 
mittee. (June 14.) 


Treaty Series— 


No. 16 (1905). Convention between 


| the United Kingdom and Switzerland 


|supplementing Article XVIII. of tha 


Treaty of Extradition cf 26th November, 


| 1880; signed at London, 29th June, 


| L9O4. 
A 2 


(June 15.) 





Returns, 


No. 17 (1905). Industrial Property 
Convention. 





1900; and Accession of Ceylon to the 
Convention of 1883, as modified by the 
additional Act of 14th December, 1900. 
(June 24.) 


Edveation (Scetland). Thirty-second 
annual Report by the Accountant for 
Scotland to the Scotch Education De- 
partment. (June 15.) 


Board of Education— 

I. (Training College Regulations). 
Regulations for the training of teachers 
and for the examination cf students in 
training colleges. (June 16.) 


II. (Regulations for Evening Schools, 
etc.). Regulatiors for evening schools, 
technical institutions, and schools of art 
and art classes (from Ist August, 1905, to 
3lst July, 1906), (June 20.) 


III. (Amerding Order, No. 2). Order 
amending Final Order, No. 1130, made 
under Section 11 (8) of the Education 
Act, 1902. 


IV. (Code for Public Elementary 
Schools (1905)). Code of regulations 
for public elementary schools, with 
schedules, 1905. (June 22.) 


Salvation Army Colonies. Report on 
the Salvation Army Colonies in the 
United States and at Hadleigh, England, 
with scheme of National Land Settle- 


ment, by Commissioner H. Rider 
Haggard. (June 17.) 
India (Army Administration). Cor- 


respondence regarding the administration 
of the Army in India. (June 20.) 


Navy (Hydrographer’s Report). Re- 
port on Admiralty Surveys for the year 
1904, by the Hydrographer. (June 21.) 


Navy Estimates, 1904-1905 (Pro- 
gramme of Shipbuilding, Reconstruction, 
Repairs, Maintenance, etc.). Statement 


showing the probable effect on the pro- 
gramme due to reappropriaticn of cash 
provision, etc. 


(June 21.) 


{LORDS} 


Accession of New Zealand | 
te the additional Act of 14th December, 





Reports, &c. 8 


Railway Accidents. Returrs of acci- 
dents and casualties as reported to the 
Board of Trade by the several railway 
companies in the United Kingdom during 
the three months ended 31st December, 
1904, in pursuance of the Regulation of 
Railways Act (1871), together with re- 
ports of the inspecting officers, assistant 
inspecting officers, and sub-inspectors 
of the Railway Department to the Board 
of Trade, upon certain accidents which 
were inquired into. Part II. Reports 
on Accidents. (June 21.) 


Income - Tax Committee. Appendix 
to the Repcrt of the Departmental Com- 
mittee on Income-Tax ; with minutes of 
evidence taken before the Committee. 
(June 21.) 


Intermediate Education Board (Ire- 
and). Annua! Report for the year 1904, 
(June 22.) 


Mint. Thirty-fiith Annual Report of 
the Deputy Master and Comptroller of 
the Mint, 1904. (June 23.) 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC 
FRUIT CULTURE, 

Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee appointed by the Board of Agri- 
culture and Fisheries to inquire into and 
report upon the fruit industry of Great 
Britain; with Minute appointing the 
Committee. 


INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 to 1900, 


Report of the inspector under the 
Inebriates Acts, 1879 to 1900, for the 
year 1904. 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES, 

No. 5418. Portugal (North Portugal). 

No. 5419. United States (Oregon, 
Washington, and Idaho). 

No. 3420. Persia (Kermanshah). 

No. 5421. China (Pakhoi). 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 





























Returns, 


COUNTY CCURTS. 
County Court rules, 1905. 


INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA). 


Return of all loans raised in India 
chargeable on the revenues of India 
outstanding at the commencement of 
the half-year ended the 31st March, 1905, 
with the rates of interest and total amount 
payable thereon, etc. 


FINES, ETC. (IRELAND). 
Abstract of account of fines accounted 
for by the registrar of petty sessions 
clerks, for the year 1903. 
DOGS REGULATION (IRELAND) 
ACT, 1865, 
Accounts of receipts and expenditure 
under the Act, for the year 1904. 
INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
LAND). 
Rules made by the Intermediate Edu- 
cation Board for Ireland :-— 


(IRE- 


1. Determining the maximum number | 


of centre superintendents to be ap- 
pointed for the examinations of 1905. 
2. Constituting an additional centre of 
examination at Newtownbarry for 1905. 
. 
5. Appointing the places at which the 
PI s i 
examinations for 1905 shall be held. 


POLLING DISTRICTS, 

(County Borough of Neweastle-upon- 
Tyne)—Order made by the county council. 
of the county borough of Neweastle-upon- 
Tyne, dividing certain wards of the 
borough into polling districts. 

(Borough of Birkenhead),—Order made 
by the council of the borough of Birken- 
head re-dividing the borough into polling 
districts, 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 


Charter of the incorporation of the 
borough of Merthyr Tydfil, dated 6th 
June, 1905. 


FINANCE. 
Finance accounts of the United King- 


dom of Great Britain and Ireland, fox 
the financial year ended 31st March, 1905. 


CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. 
List of all pensions granted during 
the year ended 3lst March, 1905, and 
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payable under the provisions of Section 
9 (1) of the Civil List Act, 1901. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 

I. Return showing, up to 3lst March: 
1904 :— 

The amount of Consolidated Stock. 

The application of the money raised 
by such stock. 

The sums carried to the Consolidated 
Loans Fund. 


The application of the Consolidated 
Loans Fund. 





An estimate of the expenditure of 
‘the Council for all purposes, for the 
| year ending 3lst March, 1906. 

| 


II. Return showing, up to March 31st, 
1905— 

All moneys raised by the Metropolitan 
| Board of Works and the Council since 
| the passing of the Act for the purposes 
mentioned in the Act. 


Particulars in relation to every parish, 
| district, union, or place in respect whereof 
| a loan has been obtained from the Metro- 
| politan Board of Works or the Council 
| since the passing of the Act. 


| 

| LOCAL LOANS FUND. 

| Accounts of receipts and payments 
| by the Commissioners for the Reduction 
of the National Debt, in respect of the 
| capital and income of the Local Loans 
| Fund, for the year ended March 31st,1904; 
| together with the Report of the Comp- 
‘troller and Auditor-General thereon. 


| ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882 to 1902 
(PROCEEDINGS). 

Report by the Board of Trade respect- 
ing the applications to and proceedings 
of the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 to 1902, during the 
past year. 

COUNTY OFFICERS AND COURTS (IRE- 
LAND) ACT, 1877. 
Account of receipts and payments 


under the Act during the year ended 
March 31st, 1905. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 To 1891 
(CONDITIONAL LICENCES). 


Licence granted by His Majesty to 
Elizabeth Marie Mantle, a convict under 
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detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
her to be at large on condition that she 
enter the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hackney. 
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Licence granted by His Majesty to 
Maria Yates, convict under detention in 
Aylesbury Prison, permitting her to be at 
large on condition that she enter the 
East End Refuge, Finchley. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
eo 2 BRIDGE ACT, 1877. 

: Statute made by the Governing Body 
of Balliol College, Oxford, on the 23rd of 
November, 1904, amending Statute IV. 
and Schedule B. of the Statutes of the 
college. 


Statute made by the Governing Body 
of University College, Oxford, on the 11th 
of March, 1905. to amend the Ordinance 
regulating the Radcliffe Travelling 
Fellowships. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. (No. 108.) 


RICHMOND BRIDGE, 


Accounts of the Commissioners of 
Richmond Bridge for the years ended 
December 31st, 1903, and December 31st, 
194. Delivered (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING BILL 


[HLL |. 


(ALIENS) 


{Second READING, ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Lorp MUSKERRY : My Lords, when 
on the last occasion I introduced to your 
Lordships a Bill similar to the present 
one, it was characterised by my noble 
friend opposing on behalf of the Govern- 
ment as an “old friend,” and therefore. 
after such a kindly recognition on his part, 
I never imagined it would receive such 
rude treatment. As I never forsake 


“old friends,” and as every day this par- 
ticular one grows in my affection, and, 
as faras I am led to believe, in that of the 
British public, I am once more intro- 
ducing_it 


Though I would not expect 


{LORDS} 
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jit from the Board of Trade, I am sure 
‘your Lordships will give me an vnbiassec 
and unprejudiced hearing, weighing the 
| pros and cons, and deciding on its merits 
‘the fact whether British territory sha!l 
| be entrusted to and governed by an alien. 
'I have the authority of the noble Mar- 
quess the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs that a British ship is British 
territory. What is more, it is the one 
part of British territory upon which ail 
the other parts are supremely dependent. 
It is the part which welds together the 
whole fabric of the British Empire. As 
Froude has written— 

“Take away the merchant fleet, take away 
the Navy that guards it, and the Empire wiil 
eome to an end. Her Colonies will fall off like 
leaves from a withered tree and Britain will 
become once more an insignificant island in the 
North Sea, for the future students in Australia 
and New Zealand Universities to discuss the 
fate of in their debating societies,” 

These remarks may occur to your 
Lordships as merely platitudes, but they 
ire platitudes which cannot be driven 
home too forcibly or too frequently. If 
we agree with them we have no recourse 
but to admit that the efficiency and _pro- 
sperity of our merchant service shou'd 
be our first consideration. But, for 
divers reasons, it is our last. We are 
content to be assured of its prosperity 
and of its paramountcy, and to shut our 
eyes to the unpleasant facts in connection 
with it which sooner or later will require 
drastic treatment. 


At the present moment the Govern- 
ment are piloting through Parliament : 
Bill bearing a similar short title to this 
one, which seeks to prevent undesirable 
aliens from establishing a footing in this 
country. But surely the place where an 
alien is least desirable is in command of, 
or as an Officer in, a British ship. Yet 
such is the inconsistency of the Govern- 
ment that in opposing my Bill—which | 
presume will be the case—they will take 
away with their left hand what they give 
with their right. Lest your Lordships 
may consider that I am trying to advance 
this Bill by the invention of bold asser- 
tions, I would quote from a speech in 
another place in February, 1900, by the 
then President of the Board of Trade, 
who delivered himself as follows— 

“ Take, for instance, the question of a war 
—the question of a’ war where the Naval Re- 
serves were called out—that would he to deplete 
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British ships of British seamen, and instead of | 
being partially manned by foreigners they would, | 
under existing circumstances, be altogether | 
manned by foreigners. That, I think, is matter 

for very great regret, and if any suggestion can 

be made to remedy that state of things, or to 

endeavour to remedy that state of things, 

which the whole House regrets, then the House 

would do wrong not to consider any suggestion 

that might be made,” 


One would have thought that after 
such a statement the country would have 
realised the danger, and that remedial 
measures would have been promptly 
taken. But though it was made five 
vears ago the nation has pursued the even 
tenor of its wav, with the natural result 
that the position is growing worse and 
worse. 


It is no use proclaiming that the 
canker is eating more and more into our 
vitals ; it is of no avail to launch schemes 
to combat the evil and then abandon 
them; what is wanted is a determined 
effort, which will allow no resistance to 
stand in its way, in dealing with the 
question in such a manner as will abandon 
sentiment for the more practical methods 
of the law. The invention of schemes 
tor encouraging British boys to go to sea 
and keep them there is a very favourite 
hobby now-a-days. But most of them, 
if not all, are quite beside the point. 
Once make the conditions of a seaman’s 
lite worth living, and there will be no 
lack of men. But all these pet schemes 
avoid the real source of difficulty, and 
their only possible result is to increase 
the supply of officers, who are already 
plentiful in number. There is, however, 
a disposition in official quarters to eventu- 
ate some British boy-sailor scheme, and 
I may say that by this Bill I am giving 
an opportunity which is calculated more 
than anything to bring such a scheme 
to a successful issue. It is indeed a 
fatuous policy to talk of patriotism, and 
to instil all its noble ideals into British 
youths, only forthem to find thatas British 
boy-sailors the language which is least 
known, or understood, on board their ships 
is their own mother tongue. They find 
aliens as their captains, their officers, and 
their petty officers. Can there be any 


wonder that they quickly realise that they 
have been befooled, and throw up in 
disgust an avocation which appealed so 
strongly, before they had any practical 
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knowledge of it, to their enthusiasm and 
patriotism ? 


I do not wish to infer for one moment 
that this Bill solves, once and for all, a 
gigantic problem, but I do contend that 
it goes far in affording the means to that 
end. Were the time opportune, or were 
it within the bounds of practical politics, 
the scope of this Bill as it affects the 
crews of British ships would be much 
larger. But there is reason in all things, 
and I am one of the last to hamper the 
British shipowner unless I have fuil and 
complete justification for so doing. Our 
merchant service is now in that un- 
fortunate position where the foreigner 
van only be displaced step by step 
without placing urdue and unfair dis- 
advantage on the British shipowner. 
This Bill, if your Lordships choose to 
endorse it, provides the first step. It 
commences at the fountain-head, for the 
attainment of an ultimate officer’s or cap- 
tain’s position in a British ship is the 
greatest inducement we can _ possibly 
offer to the foreigner to serve in our 
ships. 


The Bill will establish a principle of 
enormous importance, and its adoption 
will not affect the interests of the ship- 
owner. I am, I trust, not unreasonable 
in asking the Legislature to sanction 
such a principle, epecially when I know 
that, since I first advocated it, the Gov- 
ernment have themselves come to my 
way of thinking and have stipulated for 
it in their agreements with the Atlanti¢ 
Combine and the Cunard Line, and alse 
in charters granted to the Peninsular 
and Oriental Line and the Royal Mail 
Steam Packet Company. If thev are 
so anxious that the vessels of these com- 
panies should be commanded and officered 
by British subjects, I do not see how in 
common sense they can oppose this Bill, 
which has exactly the same end in view. 


During’ the last debate on the Bill I 
was accused of trying to establish a close 
corporation of British officers. Though 
I do not like to see foreigners taking the 
bread out of the mouths of British 
officers, yet such a statement is ridiculous 
to anyone who chooses to acquaint him- 
self with the circumstances. Further- 
more, a still more serious charge was 
evelled at me. It was that I was guilty 
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of inaccuracies. Were this correct it 


would be ample justification for your. 


Lordships’ hesitancy in supporting the 
Bill, and might very possibly account 
for its rejection. In my Memorandum 
I stated that— 

“ All the other leading maritime Powers 


restrict the commanding and officering of their 
merchant ships to their own subjects,” 


The representative of the Board of 
Trade, in opposing the Bill, said he found 
on inquiry that this was not the case in 
Germany, Norway, the Netherlands, 
Belgium, Chili, or Ecuador. I did not 
know before that in the eyes of the 
Board of Trade Chili or Ecuador, for 
instance, were considered to be “ leading 
maritime Powers.” Dispensing with 
these and feeling sure of my own facts 


I caused inquiries to be addressed to , 


the Consulates. Here are their replies— 


** Captains in command of German ships must 
be of German nationality as well as the officers, 
and all captains and officers must hold a German 
certificate.” 

“ Norwegian masters’ and mates’ certificates 
obtainable after passing examination in Nor 
wegian Schools of Navigation; and for master, 
certificate of citizenship (as shipmaster) in 
Norway, consequently the difficulties of em- 
ployment are considerable.” 


Therefore, I have just cause for com- 
plaining that the information placed in 
the hands of the noble Lord representing 
the Board of Trade at that time was 
misleading to your Lordships, and that 
the inaccuracies were committed by the 
Board of Trade and not by me, 


I will, with vour Lordships’ permission, 
once again give the position which other 
maritime Powers adopt as regards the 
nationality of their merchant captains 
and officers. I have the information 
from representatives of these Powers, and 
it cannot be refuted. I find that, in the 
United States, all officers of vessels having 
charge of a watch, including pilots, shall 
in all cases be citizens of the United 
States. In Sweden the master and mate 
must be Swedish subjects. In Norway 
the master and mate must be qualified 
by Norwegian examinations and_legi- 
timations in every other respect. In 
France, merchant vessels must be com- 
manded and officered by French subjects. 
In Greece a similar law is in force. In 
the Argentine Republic their merchant 
vessels must be commanded by ar Arger- 


Lord Muskerry. 


{LORDS} 





(Aliens) Bill 16 


tine subject, or carry an Argentine flag 
captain. In Austria-Hungary the cap- 
tain and mate must be subjects of Austria 
or Hungary. In Spain the captain and 
officers must be Spanish subjects. In 
Germany, as I have said before, merchant 
ships must be commanded and officered 
by German subjects. Russia and Italy 
also have restrictions regarding the 
character and nationality of their mer- 
chant captains and officers ; also I under- 
stand that on September Ist last 
a new law came into force in the Nether- 
lands whereby their merchant captains 
and officers must be of Dutch nationality. 
We are set a very fine example, too, by 
New Zealand, where every applicant for 
examination, whether master, mate, or 
engineer, must be a British subject. 


As showing how British captains and 
officers suffer under such conditions, the 
Merchant Service Guild have drawn my 
attention to the following extract from 
the Report of the Subsidies Committee. 
Referring to the substitution of foreign 
officers and crews for British crews, the 
Committee says— 

“The report of the North German Lloyd 
Company for 1900 gives a striking instance : 
‘When we bought the steamers of the Scottish 
Oriental Steamship Company and Holt’s East 
Indian Ocean Steamship Company the whole 
of the steamers were carrying exclusively Eng- 
lish captains, officers, and engineers. At the 
time of our taking over the two lines the English- 
men on board consisted of twenty-four captains, 
forty-eight officers, and seventy-two engineers 
Of these we have already replaced sixteen 
captains, forty-three officers, and fifty-eight 
engineers by Germans, so that at present ther: 
are still on board, of Englishmen, only eight 
captains, five officers, and fourteen engineers, 
whom, however, wejalso hope shortly to replace.’”” 


And I may tell your Lordships that 
very shortly alter this Report was issued 
the remaining British subjects were 
discharged. The unfortunate Britishers 
were perforce compelled to start at the 
bottom of the ladder elsewhere. 


So far as I have been able to judge, 
the main objection which the Govern- 
ment hitherto entertained against the 
Bill was that, somehow or other, it 
savoured of protection. I hope they still 
look upon it in the same light, for, having 
made a complete change of front in 
their policy since my fermer Bil] was 
defeated, they should sympathise with 
and support this one. I cannot see how 














17 Merchant Shipping 


this Bill, restricting the command and 
officering of our merchant ships, can be 
different from the same restrictions in 
the Roval Navy. I emphasise in the 
strongest way that neither free trade nor 
protection can enter into the question 
of the safety and defence of our country, 
for the enormous proportion of aliens 
in our merchant service is, I 
generally recognised as a menace to our 
country. As an ex-President of the 
Board of Trade has stated, if we were 
engaged in war and the Reserves were 
called out, our merchant ships would 
be altogether manned by foreigners. I 
would like to know whether the National 
Defence Committee view such a situation 
with complacence ? In the year 1896 
the Manning Committee report:>d— 

However undesirable it may be that British 
sailors should thus be ousted by foreigners 
from British ships, and however dangerous this 
change may peove to the State in time of war, 
the fact must be recognised that the existing 
unrestricted aGmission of foreigners and Lascars 
may eventually result in further diminishing, 
outside of the Royal Navy, the number of 
British seamen.” 


Their progrostication has proved cor- 
rect ; alien seamen are increasing, and 
the danger to the State is greater still. 


What have the National Defence 
Committee to say to this? Not to 
speak of 41,000 Lascars, I find that 
no fewer than 40,396 aliens are en- 


joying the hospitality of British ships. 
Their percentage in British ships has 
swollen 229. But a little analysis 
discloses a still mere astonishing state 
o! affairs. We must have regard te the 
fact that the crews of most of the large 
lines are almost wholly composed of 
3ritishers. Therefore so many the less 
tor “ tramp ” steamers—which constitute 
80 per cent. of our shipping trade—and 
sailing vessels. The actual percentage 
of aliens in “tramp” steamers may be 
sately assumed to be over 50 per cent., 
Whilst I have it from official Returns that 
over half the men employed in British 
sailing ships are foreigners.  Conse- 
quently the evil has grown so great that 
it can only be removed gradually and 
with caution, This is why I ask Parlia- 
ment to preceed mildly at first, and te 
pass a Bill which asserts a principle 
but which will not cenflict with the 
interests of British shipowners. 


TO 
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In ordinary British trading vesse's 
the number of alien captains and officers, 
according to the latest Returns, is 511, 
and in fishing vessels forty-eight alien 
skippers and thirty-five mates. I shall 
no doubt be informed that the number 
of alien captains and officers is decreas- 
ing. I do not deny it; but I may say 
that the number of petty officers—who 
most probably are aspiring to the higher 
grades—is increasing, fer I find that they 
number 2.991. Furthermore, a most 
pernicious practice has lately come into 
vogue of carrying foreign boys as ap- 
prentices of British sailing ships. It 
is still more probable that, after four 
years service, they will obtain British 
certificates in order to get the higher 
pay in British ships, and thus cause a 
prolific supply of alien officers. But 
mere numbers are as nothing compared 
to the fact that by allowing alien captains 
and officers in our ships we are demoralis- 
ing the whole merchant service, and, 
at the same time, offering the highest 
inducements to other than our country- 
men. 


I have stated that the Government 
themselves have acted upon the principle 
of this Bill in agreements with large 
British lines. I think that I am also 
right in saving that the Admiralty 
stipulate for British captains and officers 
in merchant transports. The Steamship 
Subsidies Committee, in Paragraph 26 of 
their Report, say— 

“Importance is attached to the manning of 
ships by national officers and crews in ,Ger- 
many, Russia, Italy, and Japan; and the 
British Admiralty hold that no postal or other 
contract should be given unless all captains 
and officers are British subjects and a certain 
proportion of the men, while British-born 
apprentices and boys should be carried accord- 
ing to the size of the ship. This is also the 
opinion of your Committee.” 


and at a later stage they say— 


“The British Admiralty point out that it 1s 
apparent that if this question of nationality 
is not recognised in time, British vessels, when- 
ever the occasion for their use by the Admiralty 
arises, will be extensively manned by foreigners, 
who would have to be largely, if not entirely, 
replaced by British subiects on the outbreak of 


var.” 





How,are they;going to get these British 
subjects? Only by taking them from 
the “ tramps” and sailing ships, leaving 
the country to depend on vessels manned 
by foreigners for its food supply. The 
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Steamship Subsidies Committee said that | 
on subsidised vessels the captain, officers, 
and a portion of the crew ought to be 
British subjects. 


Merchant Shipping 


Another point which merits your 
Lordships’ most serious consideration, 
and particularly the attention of the First 


Lord of the Admiralty, who I regret is not , 


in his place to-day, is the official intima- 
tion to merchant captains that, in the 
event of relations becoming strained 
between this country and any naval 
Power, they will be furnished with a 
confidential Report showing the ports in 
the United Kingdom and His Majesty's 
possessions abroad which are defended 
by means of mines or batteries. There | 
is absolutely nothing at present which 
would prevent these confidential Reports 
being placed in all innocence in the hands 
of alien captains of our ships. I should 
like to know what the National Defence 
Committee would think of this? I know 
very well what the verdict of the British 
public would be. 

It is observable from time to time that, 
in naval circles, cold water is poured 
upon the idea that the merchant service 
is of any avail as a Naval Reserve. I am 
not proposing to go to the length of 
arguing the point, for it is manifestly 
ridiculous... We found that during the 
Boer War the merchant service was 
beyond criticism. Without it we should 
have been hopelessly beaten. As a 
reserve for the Navy it is indispensable. 
The Naval Reserves Committee reported 
that— 

“The Committee do not overlook the im- 
portance, both as regards naval and other con- 
siderations, of securing that as large a pro- 
portion as possible of the crews of merchant 
ships shall be of British nationality.” 


and that— 


“The mercantile marine is, and should con- 
tinue to be, a valuable source from which to 
draw a portion of the Naval Reserve.” 

Further, that— 

* The present mode of supplying a reserve of 
executive officers is satisfactory, except that a 
weeding of the list of Royal Naval Reserve 
officers and an extension of numbers are re- 
quired.” 

' The section of the Bill relating to aliens 
being granted British pilotage certificates 


I will only touch on briefly. My noble 


friend Lord Ellenborough will deal more 
fully with that portion of the Bill. 


Lord Muskerry. 


This , 
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subject has been brought into great pro- 
minence of late years. By granting these 
certificates to aliens we, are committing 
an egregious blunder and manufacturing « 
whip for our own,backs in days to come. 
These alien pilots are increasing ; they 
enable foreign shipowners to compete 
with us on advantageous terms whilst, 
at the same time, they rob British pilots 
of their birthright. 
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I regret having trespassed on your Lord- 
ships’ forbearance so long. I must plead 
the vast importance of the principle 
underlving this measure. [have received 
a letter from the Merchant Service Guild— 
to whom I am indebted for much use- 
ful information on the matter — ex. 
pressing their fervent hope that your 
Lordships will extend vour support on 
this occasion. Those of your Lordships 
who have come into contact with the 
crews of average cargo vessels will know 
how desperate is the situation. It is in 
the interests of the Empire that I speak, 
that I introduce this Bill. Pass it end 
you will be acclaimed by public opinion, 
Reject it, and you will create further 
blank despair in the heart of the British 
seaman, and still leave a blot on the fair 
fame of our Red Ensign—a flag which 
means so much to us as a nation. 


Moved, ‘* That the Bill be now read 2°” 
—(Lord Muskerry.) 3; 


*Lorp ELLENBOROUGH: My Lords, 
if the officers and seamen of the mercan- 
tile marine were represented in the 
House of Commons by bodies as powertul 
as the Shipowners’ Parliamentary Com- 
mittee, Bills for improvement in the 
housing and provisioning on board ship 
would have been passed long ago, and 


the proportion ot bond fide British 
officers and seamen would have been 
increased in consequence. The officers 


and men of the mercantile marine are 
so much at sea, that they have, even 
if married men with houses of their 
own, very few opportunities of voting. 
The fact that they are practically un- 
represented in another place gives them, 
therefore, an additional claim to Mave 
their interests carefully considered in this 
House. In all other industries of equal 
importance the actual workers have a 
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large voting power ; 
greater than that of their employers. 


There are, and constantly have been, 
a number of ships that have nothing 
British about them except the flag. 
Many years ago, during the Civil War 
in America, complaints were made by 
tie Americans of the North that all 
their commerce was forced to shelter 
itself under the British flag by Confederate 
‘ruisers. But what really happened / 
American vessels with American officers 
and crews, entered a British harbour, 
generally a colonial one, went through 
a few formalities, painted out the name 
of the port and put in an English one 
instead. The owners, officers, and crews 
remained American. Some New Yorkers, 
to save paint I suppose, went to New 
Srunswick and painted in the word 
* Brunswick” instead of “ York.” 
Vhen I was off the Rio Grande in 1864, 
! boarded numbers of these so-called 
Hritish vessels, and the first question 
Uways put to me was, “ Have our 
mies got to Richmond yet ?”’ Returns 
~1ow that in consequence of this change 
0! flag British commerce flourished 
‘5 the expense of that of America, 
though what benefit England or English- 
men ever derived from this change of 
‘lag I am at a loss to imagine. I look 
upon the Returns of British shipping 
as very fallacious, as it is hard to know 
what proportion of vessels under our 
tlag are really British. 


In war time there might be grave 
disadvantages in having foreign officers 
in command of British ships. For in- 
stance, during the Ashantee affair in 
1875, it fell to my lot to board some 
British vessels which were selling arms 
and ammunition to natives. I had a 
suspicion that they might resume this 
trade in my absence, so I cautioned the 
crews, who were nearly all British, 
that not only would the ship be seized 
and confiscated, but that all the British 
on board would be held individually 
responsible, tried for aiding and abetting 
the Queen’s enemies, and kept in Cape 
Coast Castle until their trial could 
commence. Cape Coast Castle, unfor- 
tunately, has not the reputation of 
being a particularly healthy spot, and 
I have every reason to believe that no 
arms or ammunition were sold in my 
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| any penalty. 
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But had these vessels been 
officered and manned _ by foreigners 


| such a caution would have been useless, 


as they would not have been liable to 
The captain and the second 
in command of a British ship ought 
always to be British subjects. 

As regards alien pilots, there is un- 
doubted danger in allowing a number 
of foreigners to exercise their profession 
on our coasts to the exclusion of our 
own seamen. In 1888, betore the Select 
Committee on Pilotage, some naval 
officers gave evidence minimising the 
danger arising from that source. But 
quite recently Admirals Sir Edmund 
Fremantle and Sir Nathaniel Bowden- 
Smith expressed a contrary opinion at 
a discussion at the Royal United Service 
Institution. Two vears ago Admiral 
Lord Charles Beresford wrote that— 

“ The granting to foreigners of British pilot- 
age certificates is a glaring injustice to British 
pilots, and T consider it a great danger to the 
country in time of war.” 

Since 1888, moreover, naval methods 
of warfare have altered, and the number 
ef foreign pilots has greatly increased. 
There are now no less than fifty-nine 
foreign pilots licensed for the Thames 
alone. One of the naval witnesses in 
1888, in answer to Question 10,84, said— 

“The navigation of vessels simply by the 
use of pilots is to facilitate it; not that the 
captain could not navigate by extra care and 
extra time without a pilot. It is simply to 
save time and facilitate matters.” 

Now, why on earth should time be saved 
and matters facilitated for an enemy’s 
ship at the entrance to the Thames ? 
And in answer to Question 10,856 the 
same witness said— 

** The foreigner is so much the better, certainly, 
for his knowleage. I freely admit that.” 

Since 1888, moreover, men-of-war have 
nearly doubled their rate of speed, and 
have greatly increased the effective range 
and rate of firing of their guns. They 
have also increased the range of their 
torpedoes. In naval warfare ten minutes 
is now of greater importance than half- 
an-hour was then. We cannot afford 
to give away any chances in war time, 
however small they may be. 


When a similar Bill came before this 
House two years ago it was said that a 
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sharp and intelligent sailor. who fre- 
quently entered a port, would, with the 
help of charts and sailing directions, soon 
pick up such a knowledge of the pilotage 
as would enable him to enter any port 
without a pilot. So he would; but 
in fine weather only. In thick weather 
he would either have to anchor or to risk 
running on shore, and thick weather is 
the only weather in which an enemy 
would dare to prowl about the entrances 
to our harbours Jor the purpose of laying 
mines or using torpedoes. I know the 
Thames now a great deal better than 
when I retired from the service, and [ am 
quite certain that a pilot who had actually 
piloted a ship would have a great ad- 
vantage over one who had merely looked 
on, A man cannot learn to drive a coach 
as well as the driver by merely sitting 
on the box seat. If a coach came to a 
sharp tuin on a greasy road impeded by 
traffic at the bottom ol a steep hill, [ am 
sure that the passengers would sooner 
have an experienced coachman on the 
box than a man who was holding the reins 
for the first time. 


Merchant Shipping 


1 suggest that this part of the Bill 
should be made even stronger. I would 
not allow a certificate to be granted to 
any pilot who had not been naturalised 
before attaining the age of one-and- 
twenty, as] ti ink that men would become 
naturalised for the purpose of evading 
the Act, and that after one-and-twenty 
it is too late for a man to change the 
feelings and sympathies implanted in 
early life. The only advantage to be 
derived from the naturalisation of the 
alien pilot is that if captured he would 
be liable to be tried for high treason. But 
as he would probably be on board the 
enemy s man-of-war under a false name, 
it is net likely that he would ever be 
identitied. It has been objected that 
this is trades-union legislation. There 
are many methods of trades unions 
that I strongly object to, but 41 have 
never heard of the Pilots’ Association 
heing accused of any of them, and the 
Pilots’ Association desire to see this Bill 
passed. 


In this case the interests of the nation, 
and those of the pilots are coincident. 
The last Select Committee on Pilotage 
sat in 1888, and it is therefore quite time 
that many of the questions connected 


Lurd Ellenborough. 
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with pilotage should be reconsidered. 
Besides, there is no reciprocity in this 
matter. Mr. Langdon, secretary of the 
United Kingdom Pilotage Association, 
has written to me saying that Marseilles 
is the only Continental port where a 
British pilot can be licensed, but that this 
indulgence is so surrounded by con- 
ditions that no shipmaster has hitherto 
attempted to obtain a certificate. Ob- 
jections may be made to some details 
in the Bill, but I think that they could 
be dealt with satisfactorily when in 
Committee ; and J hope that the Govern- 
ment will reconsider their intention 
to oppose the Second Reading of this Bill, 
and that some portions of it, especially 


that dealing with alien pilots, may 
become law this session. 
THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 


Earl of Hatsspury): My Lords, in the 
absence of the noble Marquess who 
presides over tne Hoard of Trade I 
have been requested to reply upon this 
Bill. I may say at that His 
Majesty’s Government cannot accept tlie 
Bill and intend to oppose it. The noble 
Lord who has introduced the Bill has by 
no means exaggerated the importance of 
the subject to which he has drawn atten- 
tion. What is really intended by the 
Bill is the reimposition of the Navigation 
Laws, of which this is the first instalment. 
When the Navigation Laws were first 
imposed they certainly did what the noble 
Lord desires to do—namely, to restrict 
the choice of officers and seamen to 
British subjects. From time to time 
came remonstrances from representative 
chambers of commerce in those days 
and the Legislature graduauy relaxed 
the stringency of those laws. The mer- 
cantile marine were ¢.7.stantly petitioning 
against the restrictions placed in their 
way, and during the reign of George III. 
and for some time afterwards those 
restrictions were gradually diminished 
until 1854, when they were swept away. 
The law was reconsidered, consolidated. 
and affirmed in 1894, and I cannot help 
observing that it is a bold endeavour 
by a Bill of this kind to reverse a policy 
which has endured for so many years, and 
the grounds on which that reversal is 
advocated are, I think, altogether in- 


once 


sufficient. 
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I notice that in the Memorandum which | 


the noble Lord has attached to his Bill 
he;makes this statement— 


* Under the present system British registered | 


ships may be, and are, owned, commanded, 
and manned entirely by foreigners.” 


If not absolutely inaccurate that state- 
ment is very misleading. The only case 
in which British ships may be entirely 
owned by foreigners is in the case of a 
corporation, which, however, must have 
its principal place of business in this 
country or in some dominion of His 
Majesty. It may be the case that some 
of these corporations man their ships with 
foreigners, but there are no means of 
exactly telling to what extent that is 
done. The statement is not absolutely 
accurate as it stands, and it is certainly 
misleading. Of course, a question of this 
kind, so wide and important in its 
bearings and altering the whole policy of 
a statute which extends to 550 sections 
and has twenty-two schedules, can only 
be taken vp by the Government of the 
day. 

I do not deny that the questions that 
have been raised are very important ones. 
deserving of serious consideration. With 
regard to the pilotage question, that has 
been considered by the Admiralty, who 
in May, 1903, made this statement— 


“T am commanded by my Lords Commis- 
sioners of the Admiralty to point out that the 
total number of alien pilots for ports in Eng- 
land is only eight-seven out of a total of 4,000 ; 
that a smart seaman commanding a foreign 
merchant vessel, which may frequently trade 
to any port of the United Kingdom, could not 
fail to learn the navigation of that port; and 
that the existence of good charts of the ap- 
proaches to all British ports renders a navigator 
largely independent of pilotage. For these 
reasons their Lordships cannot but consider the 
danger referred to was overestimated by the 
deputation, but they do not wish to be under- 
stood as holding the opinion that an increase 
in the number of aliei. pilots is in itself at all 
desirable.” 


So much for the pilotage question. With 
reference to the proportion of alien cap- 
tains in our merchant ships, I have in my 
hand a Parliamentary Return which shows 
that in the year 1891 the total number of 
masters was 4,465, of whom 158 were 
foreigners ; in 1896, the total number of 
masters was 4,301, of whom 145 were 
foreigners ; and in 1991, the masters num- 
bered 3,792, of whom eighty-seven only 
were foreigners. The percentage of foreign 
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| 2°35 percent only. 
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masters was, therefore, in 1891, 3°5 per 
cent.; in 1896, 3:4 percent ; and in 1901, 
With regard to sailors, 
I find that in 1891 the total number was 
37,103, and of that number 12.715 were 
foreigners. In 1896 the total number 
of sailors employed was 34,357, and of 
that number 15,594 were foreigners. I 
think these figures are sufficient to show 
that the noble Lord has very much ex- 
aggerated what he appears to regard 
as a great danger to the State. 


I do not propose to argue the whole 
question of the Navigation Laws over 
again. The only ‘observation I would 
make on the subject is this, that if you re- 
verse what has been the deliberate policy 
of the Legislature for so many years you 
must reverse that policy in its entirety or 
not at all. While shipowners were under 
the old laws, restricted in their choice of 
men to man their ships, they had con- 
siderable privileges given to them that 
ensured for them the trade which it was 
important they should possess ; but now 
the suggestion is made that without those 
privileges you are to restrict them in the 
matter of the employment of officers and 
men. If there is one industry in this 
country to which people can point as 
being a successful and important industry 
and with which it would certainly be rash 
to meddle it is the shipping industry ; 
yet it is with that industry that the noble 
Lord appears to think he can make an 
experiment. Although this Bill may be 
a small one in itself, the noble Lord has 
truly said that it involves an important 
question of principle, and if it is once 
adopted the rest will follow in natural 
course. In these circumstances I must 
invite your Lordships to reject the Bill. 
I accordingly move that it be read a 
second time this day six months. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and add at 
the end of the Motion the words ‘ this day six 
months.’ ”’—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


THe Eart or MEATH: My Lords, 
I did not intend to intervene in this 
debate, but I do so because I feel that 
this is a most important subject. I was 
very glad to hear from the noble and 
learned Earl on the Woolsack that he con- 
siders the question one of great import- 
ance to the country. I am sure I shall 
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be expressing the feeling even of those 
who are on the side of the Government 
when I say that we are all indebted to 
Lord Muskerry for the way in which he 
has persistently, courageously, and ably 
advocated the cause of the British sailor. 
All of us are proud of the British sailor, 
and of the fact that it should be left to a 
Member of this House to take up his 
cause. I was very glad to gather from 
the remarks of the noble and learned Ear] 
that he considers the question of the 
future of the Navigation Laws as a more 
or less open question. I for one feel very 
strongly indeed that it is for the Govern- 
ment to consider whether the old Naviga- 
tion Laws cannot in some way or another, 
either in their entirety or piecemeal, be 
brought back. 


The statement was made in the House 
of Commons that 70,000 men would be 
required to invade this country, and 
that there was not sufficient tonnage to 
carry that number of men across the 
Channel. Although it may be the fact 
that comparatively few British vessels 
are officered by foreigners and that at 
this moment the number of foreign 
sailors is not sufficiently large for us to 
be seriously alarmed, still, obsta prin- 
cipus, there is no reason why these 
officers of foreign origin should not. be 
increased, and the number of foreign 
sailors considerably augmented. I ask 
whether it would not be possible for 
some hostile Power to privately and 
secretly charter these vessels—vessels 
that are only British by the hanging of 
a flag from the masthead, and which are 
manned by foreign officers and seamen— 
and in that way secure the tonnage which 
we are informed by the Prime Minister 
they could not find. We have recently 
been very close to war with a certain 
Power owing to the fact that that Power 
had overhavled and sunk some of our 
steamers. In the case of the ‘‘ Chelten- 
ham,’’ which was overhauled, there were 
only four British sailors on that British 
ship, and when the sailors of the cruiser 
who had overhauled the ‘* Cheltenham” 
left they were cheered by the crew. who 
were Germans. It is a serious question 
whether these vessels, officered and 
manned te a large extent by foreigners, 
would not be a very serious danger to 
this country in time of war. 
beheve that they would, and, as a patrio- 
The Earl of Meath, 
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I myself | 
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tic subject of the King, I say we should 
take every step to prevent such an 
event occurring. I have heard many 
naval men speak of the seriousness of 
the granting ef pilotage certificates to 
alien pilots. There are a number of 
foreigners who know the intricacies of 
our rivers and the entrances to our ports, 
and it is important that we should only 
let those things be known to British 
subjects. I shall certainly support the 
noble Lord who moved the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill i* he goes to a division. 


*THE Duke or RUTLAND: My 
Lords, I have no intention of entering 
into a discussion of the provisions of this 
Bill, not having that technical know- 
ledge which would justify such an intru- 
sion, but I do wish to make one comment 
on the opening sentences of the speech 
which we heard from the noble and 
‘earned Ear! on the Weolsack. I under- 
stood him to oppose this Bill mainly on 
the ground that it was a serious infrac- 
tion, if not an absolute reversal, of the 
Act passed in 1854 for the repeal of the 
Navigation Laws—an action which the 
noble and learned Harl described as 
being of the most deliberate character. 
Now, I have a very clear recollection of 
the circumstances attending the repeal of 
the Navigation Laws, and I shall never 
forget the scene which this House pre- 
sented on the night of the Second Read- 
ing of the Bill. The debate was a long 
one; the greatest orators then in the 
House took part in it, and so far from 
the repeal of the Navigation Laws 
being a deliberate act I do not remember 
a Bill that was more severely and hotly 
contested. It was a struggle between 
the two great Parties in the State. 
There were some Members professing 
strong Liberal opinions who opposed 
that measure with the utmost vehem- 
ence, among them no less a personage 
than Lord Brougham. I do not think 
there is anything very dreadful in 
an attempt to alter an Act which was 
passed under such circumstances, and 
[ hope your Lordships will put aside 
any historical reverence for the year 
1854 and vote for the Second Reading 
o: this Bill. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: My Lords, I 


should like to say one or two words in 
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reply to the speech made by the noble 
and learned Earl on the Woolsack. The 
ways of the Government are indeed past 
understanding. I quoted to your Lord- 
ships their own Committees in support 


of my Bill, they having all been in favour | 


of the principle of this Bill; I quoted 
the statement by the ex-President of the 
Board of Trade, who until recently 
was one of their colleagues, in favour of 
the principle; the Government them- 


{26 June 1905} 


selves have adopted the principle in | 


four cases; 


and the Admiralty have | 


adopted it in every case as regards mer- | 


chant transports. 
Earl says this is a small instalment of 
a much greater question. Well, why not 
take that small instalment ? It does not 
commit the House or the nation to follow 
it up in any way. As to the statement 
of the noble and learned Earl that I am 


The noble and learned | 
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inaccurate when I say that under the 
present system British registered ships 
may be, and are, owned, commanded, and 
manned entirely by foreigners, I must 
differ from him. It is true that there 
is a stalking-horse put up as a British 
subject, but he is only a man of straw ; 
the owners are foreigners, and also those 
on board. For instance, there is a Nor- 
wegian line of steamers running up the 
south-east coast of Africa which is 
owned, commanded, and manned entirely 
by foreigners, but which flies the British 
flag. I hope your Lordships will consent 
to the Second Reading of this Bill, if 
only as an experiment , 


On Question, “ That the word proposed 
to be left out shall stand part of the 
Motion,” their Lordships divided :— 
Contents, 35; Not-Contents, 53. 
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Finance 
FINANCE BILL. 
[SeconD READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 





Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2a.”—(The Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


*Lorp AVEBURY : My Lords, before 
this Bill is read a second time I hope 
vour Lordships will allow me to call 
your attention for a few minutes to the 
enormous and growing expenditure of 


the country, both national and muni- | 


cipal. As chairman of the English 
Bankers, and president of the Asso- 
ciated Chambers of Commerce for the 
last four years, I have had exceptional 
opportunities of observing how these 
great burdens weigh upon and injure 
our trade and commerce. This Bill, 
of course, does not deal with rates, but 
it is obvious that the pressure of rates 
is aggravated by the increase in our 
taxation, and the burden of the taxation 
by that of the rates. 


Twenty years ago, in 1884, our national 
expenditure was £86,000,000; in 1894 
it was £92,200,000; in 1904 it was no 
less than £154,200,000. But even this 
does not show the real amount. No 
doubt in any exact comparison various 
allowances would have to be made, which 
it would take too long to go into com- 
pletely now. On the whole, moreover, 
they would only make the matter really 
worse. For instance, in 184 the 
amount allocated to the National Debt 
was £29,650,000. In 1904 it was only 
£27,000,000. If we had applied as 
much to debt in 1904 as in 1884 our 
expenditure would have been even 
greater. Indeed, we have to add on, as 
Mr. Bowles has shown in a very able and 
convincing pamphlet, the revenue in- 
tercepted and not paid into the Ex- 
chequer which is not included in the 
£154,000,000, but which is really expendi- 
ture, and which last vear amounted to no 
less than £22,600,000. In fact, the total 
State revenue was not £154,000,000, but 
in reality £176,953,000, showing an 
addition of over £80,000,000 in ten years. 
Moreover, what makes matters worse 
is that in spite of our heavy taxation 
we do not make both ends meet. It 
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|is true, no doubt, that mainly by the 


action of the terminable annuities we 
may be said to have reduced our debt 


in one direction by £7,600,000, but then 


we borrowed for Army and Navy pur- 


poses £9,800,000, so that in the vear we 


have actually increased our National 
Debt by £2,238,000. 


Now, how has this enormous increase 
The Civil Services, including 
education, have increased £9,500,000, 
and the collection of revenue £8,300,000 


That the cost of the Civil Services should 


increase is inevitable, but the actual 
growth is excessive. Sir M. Hicks- 
Beach on more than one occasion called 
attention to and deplored it. The cost 
of collection of revenue also demands 
the serious attention of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. But the most serious 
item of all is undoubtedly the increase 
in our military and naval expenditure, 
which has risen from £36,600,000 ten 
years ago to no less than £86,600,000, 
an increase of £50,000,000. I am glad 
to see that there is this year some reduc- 
tion in the Naval Estimates against in- 
creases in the Army and Civil Services. 


| As, however, we always have supplemen- 
|tary expenditure it is safer to take 


actual results. 


We did not murmur at the taxation 
in time of war, but the present expendi- 
ture and the present income-tax in time 
of peace are altogether excessive. Of 
course it is necessary to be well armed. 
But assuredly the present portentous 
expenditure is excessive and unnecessary. 
We have no important question open with 
Russia. She is not likely to pick a 
quarrel, and her fleet has been seriously 
weakened. France is friendly ; she knows 
that we are her best customers, and 


|that no other nation would take her 


clarets and her silks. There can surely 
be no question of war between us and 
Germany. Yet we are arming as we have 
never armed before. In doing so we 


/not only weaken ourselves, but incur 


the moral respons:bility—I might say 
the guilt—of additional armaments in 
Europe. 


In 1841, when our expenditure on 
the Army and Navy together was only 
£11,000,000, Sir Robert Peel thought it 
More recently Lord 


much too great. 
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Beaconsfield spoke of our “ bloated ” | £39,000,000 is shown in the ordinary 


armaments. What epithet would he | Estimates. 


find strong enough to describe them 
now? In 1899 Mr. Goschen, then 
First Lord of the Admiralty, and speaking 
on behalf of the Government, threw out 
an important suggestion to other Euro- 
pean States. He said— 

“We have been compelled to increase our 
expenditure as other nations have increased 
theirs, not taking the lead, not pressing on more 
than they. As they have increased, so we 
have increased. T have now to state, on behalf 
of Her Majesty's Government, that, similarly, 
if the other great naval Powers should be 
prepared to diminish their programme of ship- 
building, we should be prepared on our side to 
meet such a procedure by modifying ours. 
Tne difficulties of adjustment are no doubt 
i.amense, but our desire that the Conference 
should succeed in lightening the tremendous 
burdens which now weigh down all European 
nations is sincere.” 

That was a wise and statesmanlike sug- 
gestion. Unfortunately, however, it has 
not been acted on. 


If other countries were increasing their 
armaments as we are theremight b> some 
justification for the course we are adopt- 
ing. But this is not so. What are the 
figures ? In Italy the expenditure on 
the army has increased in ten years from 
264,000,000 of lire to 296,000,000, and of 
the navy from 118,000,000 to 124,000,000, 
or, taking the two together, an increase 
of 37,000,000 lire—£1,500,000. In Russia 
the expenditure on the army has increased 
from 280,000,000 roubles to 343,000,000, 
and of the navy from 55,000,000. to 
100,000,000; taken together, an in- 
crease of 107,000,000 roubles, or about 
£10,800,000. In Germany the ex- 
penditure on the army has_ risen 
from 618,000,000 marks to 649,000,000, 
and on the navy from 78,600,000 
to 222,000,000, an increase of 174,000,000 
marks or about £8,700,000. In 
France the expenditure on the army 
has risen in ten years from 648,000,000 
franes to 726,000,000, and of the navy 
from 274,200,000 to 344,000,000, an 
increase of 149,000,000 franes or about 
£6,000,000. 


In our own case there has been —on the 
Army an increase of £24,800,000, and on 
the Navy an increase of £25,000,000 ; 
or, taking the two together, in round 
figures an increase of no less than 
£50,000,000, of which, however, only 
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In other words, while Italy 
has increased her naval and _ military 
expenditure by £1,500,000; Russia, 
£10,800,000; Germany, £8,700,000; and 
France, £6,000,000; we have increased 
ours by £50,000,000. Thus these four 
great countries put together show an 
increase of £27,000,000, while ours by 
itself is £50,000,000, or nearly double 
that of Russia, Germany, France, and 
Italy put together. My noble friend 
Lord Brassey has always been a power- 
ful advocate for a strong Navy, but 
regards our present force as excessive 
aad involving the nation in intolerable 
burdens, and has suggested various ways 
in which we might effect economies. 


As regards the protection of commerce 
at sea, not only ours, but that of the 
whole world, the real remedy would be the 
extension of the Declaration of Paris, and 
the placing of private property at sea on 
the same footing as property on land. 
This policy has, I understand, been now 
adopted by Mr. Roosevelt and the Govern- 
ment of the United States, who have pro- 
posed it as one of the subjects to be con- 
sidered at a conference of the Powers. 
I trust our Government will give him their 
support—at least I know that the late 
Lord Salisbury would have done so—and 
I hope that France and Germany will 
also agree. 


One result of our enormous expenditure 
is that we have to a considerable degree 
lost the elasticity and financial re- 
serve which were so great a strength 
to the country. If we are spending 
£177,000,000, paying ls. income- tax, 
and borrowing over £2,000,000 in time 
of peace, what is the prospect in time of 
war. The only way to remedy this state 
of things is to reduce these crushing 
burdens and lighten the springs of in- 
dustry. Some years ago Mr. Atkinson, 
the eminent American economist, said— 

“The burden of national taxation and of 
militarism in the competing countries of Europe, 
all of which must come out of the annual pro- 
duct, is so much greater that, by comparison, 
the United States can make a net profit of about 
5 per cent. on the entire annual product before 
the cost of militarism and the heavy taxes of 
the European competitors have been defrayed. 
Such is the burden of militarism, which must. 
be removed before there can be any competi- 
tion on even terms between European manu- 
facturers aud those of the United States in 
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supplying other continents, and in sharing in 
the great commerce of the world.” 

This was written some time ago, and 
matters are now far worse. The differ- 
ence now probably gives manufacturers 
in the United States and our Colonies an 
advantage of something like 15 per cent. 
over those at home. If the United 
States had not, unfortunately for them- 
selves, adopted a policy of so-called 
protection, and deprived themselves as 
far as they could of the advantage of 
cheap materials, it would have been 
almost impossible for our manufacturers 
to have competed with them in neutral 
markets. 


Your Lordships, of course, have n0 
control, and recent changes have very 
much weakened the House of Commons’ 
control over rational expenditure and 
the opportunities of enforcing economy. 


The proportion of permanent Votes, i.e. | 


those levied under standing Acts of Parlia- 
ment and not requiring to be annually 
voted by the House of Commons, has 
greatly increased. Appropriations-in-aid 
have much increased. These do not re- 
quire a House of Commons vote. The 
amount for capital expenditure for works 
is formed by loans authorised under 
various Acts, once for all. In fact, so 
far from our annual expenditure requiring 
the annual sanction of the House of Com- 
mons, as I believe is still popularly sup- 
posed, a comparatively small part of 
it now does so. In these and other ways 
the power of the House of Commons over 
expenditure and the forces tending to 
economy have been fatally reduced. 


Unless some serious effort is made, 
not only can we not hope for any reduc- 
tion of taxation, but we must be pre- 
pared for an addition to our present very 
heavy burdens. This is a serious posi- 
tion, and the moral aspect of our present 
policy is also most grievous. Of course, 
ny Lords, we know that we are not going 
to attack any foreign country. We are 
sincerely anxious to maintain the peace 
of the world. But let us suppose for a 
moment that France or Germany had 
increased their armaments as we have 
increased ours. What should we have 
said ? What an outcry there would 
have been. We should have inevitably 
have felt that we must also increase our 
forces. If one nation raises its armaments, 


Lord Avebury, 
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others follow suit, and so on. This is, 
in fact, not merely a British question ; 
it is an European question. I have 
more than once quoted Gambetta’s say- 
ing to me that if the military mania of 
Europe were to continue we should all 
end by being “beggars in front of 
barracks.” Little did he then think, 
little did I think, that we should be the 
greatest sinners ; that we, who claim to 
occupy a position in the front rank 
among civilised nations, should incur 
the responsibility—I had almost said the 
guilt—of setting so evil an example 
to the rest of the civilised world. 


The position of Europe is most serious. 
Even without any war European nations 
will be crushed by the weight of their own 
armaments. A Japanese statesman is 
reported to have said that as long as 
they only sent us beautiful works of art, 
we looked on Japan as a semi-barbarous 
country ; now that they have shot 
thousands of Russians we recognise them 
as a truly civilised nation. Unfortu- 
nately, we are the country which of late 
has taken the lead in the mad rivalry 
of armaments. Europe is an armed 
camp ; we have most of the evils of war 
(except bloodshed) even in times of peace. 
In fact, it is not really peace ; it is only 
a truce, embittered by jealousy and 
suspicion. Unless we retrace our steps, 
unless our neighbours also reduce their 
expenditure, it will be impossible for 
European manufacturers to compete with 
those of America and other countries. 


We do not sufficiently realise what 
great interests the European nations, 
and, indeed, the whole civilised world, 
have in common. Moreover, the enor- 
mous increase in expenditure of recent 
years affects all classes, the poor perhaps 
even more than the rich. It has been a 
surprise to many that while our com- 
merce is undoubtedly flourishing the 
number of those out of work last winter 
should have been above the average, and 
some of the supposed remedies are likely, 
I fear, to make matters worse. But 
that it has been above the average can 
hardly, I think, be doubted. It is also 
an unfortunate fact that pauperism is on 
the increase. I cannot doubt that both 
these unsatisfactory features are in 
great measure due to the increase in our 
national and municipal expenditure. 
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We ought to take these warnings seriously 
to heart. Being once more, happily, at 
peace with all the world, our policy 
should be to reduce expenditure, pay 
off debt, increase our financial reserves, 
and lighten the taxes which now press 
so heavily on the springs of industry. 


*Lorp WELBY: My Lords, there is 
great uneasiness throughout the country 
among financial authorities and thinking 
people as to the state of our finance at 
the present moment, not only as to its 
actual condition but also as to its pros- 
pects, and [ am very glad that my noble 
friend has expressed that uneasiness to 
vour Lordships, because his wide ex- 
verience and great authority in almost 
every branch of finance make his remarks 
of particular weight both here and 
elsewhere, and entitle him to the serious 
attention, not only of your Lordships’ 
House, but of the public generally. I 
venture also to think that it would be an 
omission of duty on the part of your 
Lordships’ House if you were to pass 
without any comment whatever the 
iinance Bil! of the present vear. 


The Budget of the present year is what 
! should call a hand-to-mouth Budget. 
[t just provides for the current wants 
of this particular year, and so far it can 
hardly be regarded as satisfactory in 
presence of the enormous amount of 
taxation which we have to bear. In 
fact, my Lords, I can only describe it as 
a Budget of drift. We have now been 
three full years at peace. In the year 
1903 all reasonable people would willingly 
have granted the Government time to re- 
consider the financial situation in order 
to place our peace expenditure again 
upon a sound and moderate footing, but 
that plea will not apply to 1904, and 
still less will it apply to 1905. Here in 
1905—three years after the establish- 
ment of peace—we find ourselves with a 
load of war taxation upon us, imposed 
oaly since 1899, amounting to no less 
than £25,000,000 a year. 


The criticism which I venture to make 
oi *His Majestv’s Government is this, that 
with this immense weight of taxation, 
Budget after Budget passes without any 
general review of our financial position, 
which certainly ought to be the first 
duty of the Government. There has been 
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no endeavour to lay down the lines upon 
which our peace expenditure should be 
regulated ; there has been no endeavour 
to co-ordinate the ways and means of the 
country, the financial power and re- 
sources of the country, with the demands 
of those experts who naturally wish for 
large expenditure and to whom the 
Government appear to have given carte 
blanche. I have heard it said that much 
of the present embarrassment of Russia 
is due to certain debility of mind in the 
nation—a debility of mind which is 
represented by the expression “ Nicheoo”’ : 
“Tt is no matter; things will come all right” 
Task your Lordships whether there are 
not some symptoms, in financial matters, 
of that kind of listlessness in this country 
—not only in the great Departments of 
the State, but also, I think, to a great 
extent in the country itself. But surely 
listlessness on this important branch 
of our policy is a fatal thing for this 
country. If it is bad for Russia, how 
much more so is it for a country which 
holds the commercial supremacy of the 
world ? If this country is careless about 
its finance, about the taxes which weigh 
upon its industries and upon the well- 
being of all classes, surely it is neglect- 
ing the great means which it has in 
its power of maintaining that com- 
mercial supremacy. 


I should like to draw your Lordships’ 
attention to two points showing the 
effect upon the country of this tremen- 
dous taxation. The first point to which 
I wish to call vour attention is this, that 
this immense weight of taxation waich has 
been placed in the last six years upon 
the tax-paying public has checked con- 
sumption, and the second point is that 
it has hampered the springs of industrv 
and is, therefore, most ominous for the 
future of this country. With rezird 
to the first point, I would remind you 
that from 842 to 189) this country pur- 
sueda very sound policy. It endeavoured 
during that time to promote the well- 
ing of all classes by areduction of taxa- 
tion on articles of consumption, andit ts 
impossible to look at the Reports betore 
Parliament without seeing what an ad- 
mirable eflect that had, and how the 
poorer classes of our countrymen, who at 
the beginning of that time were really 
sunk in misery, emerged from that state, 
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and to what extent comfort and well- 
being increased among them. But since 
1899, that policy has been reversed, and 
out of the £25,000,00C of taxation which 
has been imposed ro less then £15,000,000 
has been derived from indirect taxation, 
and £8,000,0C0 of that sum is derived 
irom the two great articles of prime 
necessity to the country—namely, tea 
and sugar. 


Now, what is the result of that ? The 
result has been to increase the price of 
prime necessaries of life. Not only do I 
apply that to tea ard sugar; it also 
epplhies to all the other articles which have 
been made the subject of increased 
taxetion. It is curious to observe that in 
almost every case the effect of this has 
been to check increase of consumption. 
{t has checked an increase of consump- 
tion oi beer and_ spirits—matters in 
regard to which many of us do not care 
very much; but it has also diminished 
the consumption of the first articles of 
necessity, and if you look down tne 
whole line you will see that whereas the 
consumption of these articles up to 1899 
was steadily increasing—the consump- 
tion was increasing year by year, and ina 
larger proportion than the population 
inereased—since that time it has been a 
question of retrogression, not of progress, 
and the amount consumed per head of 
the most important articles of consump- 
tion has actually diminished. 


That is a very serious matter for us to 
consider, especially when we reflect that 
the highest financial authorities and 
statisticlans who have studied the state 
of the working classes have told us that 
a very large proportion of our population 
is insufficiently fed. Of course, there are 
differences of degree in these calculations, 
and I am not in the least wishing to press 
the view taken by such an eminent man 
as Mr. Charles Booth, who has calculated 
that in London something like one-third 
of our epormous population is insuffi- 
ciently fed. But, at any rate, it must be 
admitted that there is a very large pro- 
portion of our immense population in- 
sufficiently fed. The remedy for that is 
very difficult to find. We see the diffi- 
culty which His Majesty’s Government 
have experienced in dealing with the 
question, we see the difficulty which 
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but, at all events, there is one simple 
thing which the Government could do 
and which they have not done. They 
ought not to increase the taxes on the 
articles of prime necessity. At the first 
opportunity they had they ought to have 
regulated the expenditure of the country 
so as to enable them to relieve the working 
classes of that war taxation, which I think 
I have shown has already checked the pro- 
gress and well-being of our population. | 
think most of your Lordships will agree 
with me that the first object of statesmen, 
the first object of the Government of 
this country, ought to be, as far as 
lies in their power, the advance- 
ment in comfort and well-being of all 
classes of His Majesty’s subjects. Can 
we ever look at a situation otherwise 
than as most unsatisfactory in which we 
are obliged to admit that a large propor- 
tion of our countrymen are absolutely 
underfed ? lf we only think of that as 
applied to the younger generation we 
must come to the conclusion that we 
who are taking vear by year larger In- 
perial duties upon our shoulders ought 
to spare no effort to secure that the rising 
generation shall be efficient to undertake 
those duties. 


I turn to the second point to which | 
wish to call your Lordships’ attention— 
that excessive taxation hampers our 
industries. The population of Germany 
and the United States is increasing very 
rapidly and faster than our own, but this 
curious fact accompanies it, that in 
Germany in the last fifteen years or more 
the whole of the increased population 
have gone into the towns, and that in 
the United States a very large proportion 
of the increased population have gone 
into the towns. Now, what does that 
mean? It means that a very large pro- 
portion of the increased population of 
these two great countries are turning 
their attention to manufacture; the 
result, of course, is that our competitors 
are increasing in number and the com- 
petition they are bringing against us 
becomes more serious. But that is}a 
natural development which no actjof 
ours could possibly check. What, then, 
can be done? I venture to think that 
the first duty of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment is to take care that the traders and 
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a perfectly free hand, and that, having 
a free hand, they shall be able to produce 
as cheaply as possible, bearing in mind 
the maxim, which I think is now pretty 
well established, that ‘‘ Trade follows the 
price list.” 


Consider for a moment what has been 
the effect of our legislation of late years. 
I do not deny the necessity during a war 
of imposing considerably increased taxa- 
tion, but after the war we ought to be 
in a position to reduce that taxation. 
I notice that the actual taxes, apart from 
those additional sums to which my noble 
friend has referred, have risen from 
£89,000,090 in 1899 to £118,000,000 in 
the current year after the reduction 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has made in the tea duty. That is really 
an increase of nearly £30,000,000. That 
£30,000,000 has been diverted from em- 
ployment which might have been of very 
great use to our traders and manufac- 
turers, to uses which, at all events, are 
not remunerative. I am not supposing 
for a moment that the whole of that 
could have reverted, if I may say so, to 
the pockets of the people, but at all events 
a very large proportion of it might, and 
to whatever extent that could have been 
done it would have had a tendency to 
make production easier and cheaper. 
The whole question is, Can our manu- 
facturers and traders produce and carry 
on their business cheaper than those in 
other countries ? If we load them with 
taxation so that they have very little 
margin left which they can employ use- 
fully in the improvement and extension 
of trade the case will go verv much 
against 3c 


My noble friend alluded to Mr. Atkin- 
son’s statement of the burden of national 
taxation. I have interested myself in 
a calculation which shows that the taxes 
levied by the United States come to 
about £1 7s. per head, whereas the taxes 
levied in this country come to £3 per 
head. I notice that both those caleu- 
lations omit our local expenditure, to 
which my noble friend alluded, and also 
the local expenditure of the United 
States; but as the local expendicure 
in both countries very nearly balances, 
the position is left thus, that in the 
United States, with their enormous 
advantages as our competitors—happily 
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they do a great deal to tie up their own 
legs and arms—they are only hampered 
by Government taxation to the extent 
of £1 7s. per head, while we are hampered 
to the extent of £3 per head. I look 
with very great alarm at such a situation. 
I may say at the same time that I have 
read, though I do not accept it without 
confirmation, that German taxes are 
only £1 7s. 6d. per head. 


If there is any force in what I have 
ventured to lay before your Lordships, 
may I ask whether the Government have 
really done their duty in the manner 
in which they have dealt with finance ? 
If there are these dangers before us—and 
I think they are real dangers, dangers 
which affect the well-being of our popu- 
lation and the progress of our trade and 
our means of competing with our neigh- 
bours—ought not the Government, within 
the time which has elapsed since the 
wat came to an end, to have taken 
serious review of the whole financial! 
situation, to have suggested to the 
country the lines upon which a peace 
Budget ought to be established, and 
tu have made it clear to the country that 
the expenditure, so far as it is incurred, 
is really required ? After what we have 
heard elsewhere can we really say that 
what [ call the surrender of the expen- 
diture of our great Departments into 
the hands of the expetts has been a 
success, at all events economically ? 
When we remember the Return which 
was placed before us at the beginning 
of this session, which showed that 
something like 120 ships had _ been 
taken off the active list—some of them 
barely finished and most of them in 
whet I may call the prime of life—may 
we not fairly put forwaid the argument, 
until it is disproved, that there has been 
an expenditure a great deal in excess 
of what was actually necessary: 4 


I*do not want'to touch upon other 
subjects to-night, but I was struck very 
much, on reading the other day the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General on the South African expenditure, 
to find one page, consisting of filteen or 
sixteen paragraphs, every one of waich 
calls attention to grave matcers con- 
nected with the administration o: funds 
in the South Avrican War. { think it is 


not quite creditable to the Government 
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and to the War Office thas, although 
three years have elapsed, not one of 
those impoitant references have been 
answered by the War Office. I fear 
that that is proof that, at all events 
under present arrangements, the country 
has very little security that when this 
great expenditure is being carried on there 
is due regard to thit economy wh'ch 
ought to be proved and shown to us to 


exist before the country consents to 
bear longer the enormous load of 
425,000,000 of war taxation. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LANspownE): My Lords, both noble 
Lords who have addressed your Lordships 
this evening speak with special authority 
upon financial questions, and I am sure 
that the House has listened to them 
with the respect to which they are 
entitled. I have certainly done so, 
and I go further and say that I am 
iot here to differ from either of them 
with regard to what I conceive to be 
the main point of the argument which 
they have addressed to us. Both of them 
have dwelt upon the rapid increase 
oi the national expenditure; both 
of them have warned us of the serious 
results which may arise to the country 
if some means are not found of arresting 
that increase. Up to that point I do 
not think there will be any difference 
of opmion on either side of the House; 
but, my Lords, I feel that the two noble 
Lords have not, perhaps, been so success- 
tul when they attempted to show us in 
what direction we should look for the 
retrenchment which they consider so 
essential. The fact is, that retrenchment 
in the abstract is always popular and 
easy to suggest; it is when you get to 
close quarters with the expenditure, 
and endeavour to find the particular 
pots at which a million or so may 
be saved here or there that the difficulty 
of the task commences. 

When one looks at the principal heads 
of expenditure, I think one is struck 
with the feeling that, after all, the area 
which is offered for retrenchment is a 
comparatively small one. Take the great 
heads into which our national expendi- 
ture is divided. You have, in the 
first place, the service of the Public 


Debt. That is an expenditure of which | 
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we are not masters. The noble Lord 
suggested, I think with great force, 
that we should endeavour to reduce 
the Debt as rapidly as possible, but a 
more rapid reduction means, of course, 
an increase of the annual appropriation 
for the reduction of the Debt. Then 
there is the Civil Service expenditure. 
I think my noble friend Lord Avebury, 
if I correctly understood him, admitted 
the great difficulty of making a reduction 
under that head. I, at any rate, am 
persuaded that the difficulty is very 
great. I believe there is not a single 
Department of the Government. service 
in which the work has not steadily in- 
creased for many years past, and in 
which a claim may not be made out 
for the assistance of a staff larger than 
that which used to suffice in bygon 
years, 


‘The noble Lord opposite, Lord Welby, 
told your Lordships that in his opinion 
the reduction should be made in the 
military and naval expenditure of the 
country, and he gave your Lordships 
figures showing how expenditure of that 
class has mounted up. With regard to 
the Navy, I may remind your Lordships 
that the Naval Estimates this year do 
show a very considerable reduction over 
the Naval Estimates of last year. The 
difference in favour of this year’s Esti- 
mates is no less than £3,500,000 sterling 
—a saving arrived at by the courageous 
scheme of Lord Selborne, adopted by 
His Majesty’s Government, before he left 
this country, a scheme which had for its 
main object the getting rid of a large 
number of vessels which were costly to 
the public, but added little or nothing to 
the fighting efficiency of the Navy. 
The noble Lord (Lord Avebury) reminded 
us of the proposal which was once made 
by my noble friend Lord Goschen, who 
suggested that it might be possible for 
this country to reduce its naval expendi- 
ture if an understanding could be arrived 
at with other great naval Powers for a 
similar reduction. My recollection is 
that that proposal, the spirit of which, I 
think, everyone must appreciate, did 
not meet with any response sufficiently 
definite to enable us to take action upon 
it; and I am afraid that one must add 
that since the time when that proposa! 
was put forward the tendency of other 
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Powers has been to add largely to their 
naval strength and their naval expendi- 
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ture. And, my Lords, it is surely our | 


duty to remember, when we compare our 
naval expenditure with the expenditure 
of other Powers, that there is no country 
in the world to which a strong Navy is 
so vital and so essential as it is to this 
country. 


In respect of Army expenditure, the | 
noble Lord (Lord Welby) suggested that | 


when the war came to an end some 
means should have been found for at 
once“making an impression on the Army 
Estimates. 


impossible. You cannot suddenly get 
rid of men, and, if vou do, it can only 


be on terms which will be really extra- | 


vagant and costly to the country. We 
are obliged as a Government to do what 


we can to effect a reduction in theexpendi- | 
tureonthe Army, and my right hon. col- | 
league who has charge of the War Office | 


is, I know, deeply impressed with the 
necessity of keeping down the Estimates 
for the Army; but I notice that whenever 
he puts forward a proposal for applying 


the pruning knife with any approach to | 
vigour there is an immediate outcry, | 


not from the Army so much as from the 
public Press and the public generally, 
in defence of that particular section 


of our military machinery with which it | 


is proposed to interfere. I do not 


think Ll am wrong in saying that if it had | 
not been for pressure of that kind my | 


right hon. friend would have been able 
to submit to the country proposals more 
economical than those which are actually 
embodied in this year’s Army Estimates, 


I take one other item of increased | 


expenditure which is perhaps typical 
—the increase, which, I think, reaches 


to about £500,000, in the Post Office | 


Vote. Some of your Lordships may 
recollect the history of that question. 
There was a Committee presided over 
by Sir Edward Bradford, and that Com- 
mittee recommended a _ considerable 
addition to the emoluments of the Post 
Office employees. Here, again, there 
was a general demand, certainly not 
from one side in politics alone, but a 
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thing to do with Army administration, | 
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and sudden reductions of Army ex- | 
penditure are so difficult as to be virtually | 
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general demand pressed from both sides, 

in support of that proposal, and the 
Kstimates went up by the sum which 
|I have mentioned. The fact is that 
| the age in which we live is, I will not sa‘ 
| an age of extravagance, but it is an age 
|in which the Government of the day is 
expected to do more and more for the 
people of this country, and to do that 
more and more in a more costly and 
expensive fashion. 


Iwas very much struck by what was said 
by the noble Lord who spoke first (Lord 
Avebury) who reminded your Lord- 
ships that we have to bear in mind not 
only the growth of Imperial taxation, but 
the growth of local taxation also. To 
my mind the growth of local taxation is 
at least as serious as that of Imperial 
taxation, for, after all, the country has 
only one pocket, and, although there may 
be two sets of hands at work at that 
pocket, there is only one pocket which 
has to pay intheend. I noticed the other 
day a statement which goes to show that 
while in the last forty years our Im- 
perial expenditure has increased from 
£70,000,000 to £140,000,000, our local ex- 
expenditure has increased from £36,000,00 
to £144,000,000; that is to say, that 
while the Imperial expenditure has 
doubled within that period of forty years 
local expenditure has quadrupled. In 
that connection I would venture to make 
an appeal to the noble Lord who spoke 
‘second, Lord Welby, who has _ been 
extensively, I might say expensively, 
concerned with the financial administra- 
tion of the London County Council. I 
am not fully convinced that he has 
always been found a successful advocate 
|of economy in administering the large 
resources with which that body has to 
deal. 


| *Lorp WELBY: I beg the noble 
| Marquess’s pardon for interrupting, but 
| I could show him that the increase there 
| has not been so great. I would also 
like to remind him that Parliament with- 
held from London municipal rights for 
something like fifty years after granting 
them to the rest of the country, and 
London then had to make up very great 
arrears. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
In spite of that I cannot help thinking 
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that the London County Council will be 
found to have allowed itself a very con- 
siderable number of certainly not in- 
expensive luxuries—I refer to such 
matters as tramways, buildings for 
housing the working classes, and I am 
even under the impression that the noble 
Lord has allowed himself a little navy 
of his own which will run into a good deal 
of money. 


*Lorp WELBY : But they all pay. 


*THE Mareuess or LANSDOWNE: 
With regard to the actual proposals of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer I do not 
cather that either of the noble Lords were 
disposed to criticise them at all severely. 
It is true that Lord Welby described the 
Budget as a Budget of drift. I should 
have been inclined to describe it as a 
transition Budget, intended to deal with 
a period of transition which must take 
place at the end of a great war and before 
the national finances revert to their 
normal condition, At any rate, the two 
main features of the Budget—I mean the 
reduction of the duty on tea and the 
additional contribution to the Sinking 
Fund—fall well within the canons which 
the two noble Lords have impressed so 
earnestly on the House. 


1 wish to say one word vefore I sit 
aown upon a point which was touched 
in passing by the noble Lord who spoke 
first. He told your Lordships that 
although under the financial arrange- 
ments of the year the fixed debt was 
diminished by £7,500,000 owing to the 
operation of the Sinking Fund, we have, 
so to speak, with the other hand increased 
our indebtedness by additional borrowing 
for the purpose of naval and military 
works. His argument, therefore, 
that we have not really reduced 
the Debt, but that the net result 
of our operations has been _ to 
increase our indebtedness by some- 
thing like £2,000,000. Of course it is 
possible, if the noble Lord likes to do 
so, to refer to those two transactions in 
juxtaposition, but I submit that they 
should be treated as entirely distinct, and 
that the connection between them is 
not as close as the noble Lord would have 
us believe. Borrowings for special works, 
usually of a naval and military kind, 
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have always been treated as something 
outside the normal financial arrange- 
ments of the year. 


This is what happens. Some expendi- 
ture of a novel kind is suddenly found 
necessary. Let us say that the develop- 
ments in the art of naval warfare render 
it necessary, for the safety of ovr com- 
merce, to build a new harbour; or let 
us say that a proper feeling for the com- 
fort and welfare of the soldier impels us 
to embark upon an expensive scheme 
of building barracks. In these cases you 
have to find an amount of money which 
it is impossible to throw on the Estimates 
of the year. It would not be fair to the 


taxpayers of the country that the 
whole of that expenditure, which 
represents a more or less perma- 


nent improvement, should be thrown 
upon the finances of a single twelve 
months; nor, on the other hand, is 
it right that for such expenditure the fixed 
debt of the country should be perman- 
ently burdened. Accordingly the cus- 
tom has grown up of providing for the 
necessary expenditure, in cases of that 
kind, by means of loans repayable in a 
comparatively short term of years by an 
automatic sinking fund. That is what 
has been done in the present case. Each 
of these loans gives effect to a policy 
which has been submitted to, and sane- 
tioned by, Parliament, and each of 
them provides for a sinking fund by which 
the loan will eventually be paid off. 
The sums thus raised ought not to be 
set against the reduction of the per- 
manent Debt by means of the natural 
operation of the sinking fund. I do 
not know that there are any other points 
that I can usefully notice. I admit 
that it is right and proper that the finan- 
cial proposals of the Government should 
be criticised as they have been criticised 
by the two noble Lords who have spoken, 
and I can only say that, so far as I was 
able to follow their remarks, they criti- 
cised them in a spirit to which none of 
us need take exception. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I feel 
that we owe a debt of gratitude to my 
noble friends behind me for having 
initiated this discussion. The noble 
Marquess who has just sat down admits 
the importance of the subject and 
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applauds in a sense the fact that they 
have brought it before the House. When 
we look around we must deplore the 
emptiness of the benches to-night, and 
the apparent want of interest which 
the House feels in this great subject ; but 
perhaps the House did not realise that 
my noble friends were going to speak 
this evening on the Finance Bill. We 
on these benches view the enormous 
increase in the expenditure of the 
country with the deepest concern. We 
think that His Majestv’s Government 
have been remiss im not making a 
difference between the expenditure in 
peace and the expenditure in war. 


I quite admit that there has been 
apathy in the country with regard to this. 
There has been apathy on the part of the 
Government. That has been shown on 
more than one occasion, and in its latest 
phase it has been shown in connection 
with what are called the stores scandals 
in South Africa. We may hear more of 
that. An important debate is going 
on at this moment in another place with 
regard to the heavy responsibility which 
rests on the Government itself, apart from 
the individuals who may have had the 
administration of these funds in South 
Africa.. There is also considerable 
apathy ir the Houses of Parliament. This 
House has not the charge of finance, 
though it has, as the noble Marquess 
admitted, full right to express its opinions. 
But in another place there does not seem 
that desire for economy and vigilance over 
public expenditure which used to prevail 
there in old days. I remember well that 
during the short time I was in the other 
House —it is nearly fifty years ago— 
there were always one or two Members 
who made it their particular business 
to bring financial matters continually 
before the House. There is nobody who 
fills that rile now. There is also apathy 
in the country itself. It is very often 
carried away by a warlike feeling, or by a 
desire to spend money on some particular 
object, without recognising the need of 
economy, which is so necessary if we are 
to increase our commercial prosperity. 


The noble Marquess alluded to the 
question of retrenchment. He referred 
to expenditure generally and he began 
‘vith the Civil Service, and to the difficulty 
there was in retrenchment in that service 
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at the present day. He said that we 
were living in an age when the Govern- 
ment were more than formerly expected 
by the people to lay out money in a 
costly way. That may be so to a certain 
extent; but it is, however, none the less 
the bounden duty of the Government to 
try and retrench in the various branches 
of the public service. The noble Marquess 
referred to the difficulty there was in 
carrying out Lord Goschen’s policy of 
inviting other Powers to reduce naval 
expenditure. One of the difficulties 
was that we had ourselves so largely 
increased our expenditure, in fa 
greater proportion than ay other Power. 
As regards the Army, the noble Marquess 
said very truly that sudden and rapid 
reductions were often very disastrous. 
I quite agree; but no one has asked for 
a sudden and rapid reduction. We 
have asked that some difference should 
be shown between a_ peace estab- 
lishment and a war establishment. We 
look in vain for a sign of retrenchment. 
Perhaps I may say there was one indica- 
tion. The Prime Minister recently 
made a notable speech in another place. 
A good deal may be said as to whether it 
was politic for the Prime Minister to make 
a clean breast of everything that was felt 
on the most delicate matters connected 
with the question of defence, but the 
speech may have been an indication that 
the Government did not intend to make 
larger demands for military expenditure. 
That speech, however, has been followed 
by no practical result in the direction of 
reduced expenditure. 


I do not propose to go at length into 
this matter. My two noble iriends have 
shown the great necessity there is for 
retrenchment, and I hope that the wisdom 
of their words will be taken to heart, not 
only in this House but elsewhere. The 
noble Marquess referred to local expendi- 
ture, which is a matter of the highest 
importance. Local expenditure has no 
doubt increased enormously, and requires 
careful watching, but, at the same 
time, we may say that a large part 
of this local expenditure is made for 
purposes which are remunerative. I 
know there is a difference of opinion on 
that point, but still that circumstance 
must be borne in mind. In his refer- 
ence to the London County Council the 
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noble Marquess forgot that my noble 
friend behind me (Lord Welby), in his 
financial statement, which was one of 
great lucidity, pointed out that, with the 
exception of the education rate, there was 
hardly any increase in the county council 
rate this year.. I associate myself with 
the opinions of my noble friends who 
have brought forward this subject, and 
consider that the thanks of the House 
are due to them for the clear and able 
way in which they have done so. 


THE Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, I 
think it would be as well that we should 
have clear statements of the growth of 
these large items. Take the Army. The 
Army Estimates in 1853 were £9,000,000 ; 
in 1870 they had risen to £17,000,000 ; 
and noble Lords know what they are at 
the present time. I think it would be 
very useful and interesting if we could 
get a Return from the War Office,and from 
the other Departments setting forth the 
causes of these extraordinary increases 
of expenditure, and what we have to 
show for them. 


On Question, Bill read 2*; Committee 
negatived and Bill to be read 5* to- 
morrow. 


House adjourned at five minutes 
before Seven o'clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 26th June, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
OKDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY — IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
teport from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bills, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First 
leading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz.:—Sandgate Urban_ District 


Earl Spencer. 
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Council Bill [Lords]; Shepton Mallet 
Gas Company (Electric Lighting) Bill 
[Lords]. 
Ordered, 
second time. 


That the Bills be read a 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Re- 

port from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable, viz. :—Inverness 
Gas and Water Provisional Order Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill 
second time To-morrow. 


be read a 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITR). 

Mr. SpeaKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on 
the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :—-Port Glasgow 
Improvement Provisional Order Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time To-morrow. ’ 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [LORDS 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz.:—Gas Orders Con- 
firmation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


Morley Corporation Bill. Lords 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Darien (Gold Mining Company Bill 
[Lords]. Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment. 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed. [New 
Title.] 





at 
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Leven’s Patent Bill [Lords]. Read the 
third time, and passed, without Amend- 
ment. 


London County Council (Money) Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Rhymney Railway Bill [Lords]. Read 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railway Bill [Lords]. To be 
read the third time To-morrow. 


Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill. 
As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read the third time.—( The Chairman 
of Ways and Means.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 


Ganble’s Divorce Bill [Lords] (By 
Order). Read the third time, and passed, 
without Amendment. 


Shetheld University Bill [Lords] (by 
Order). Consideration, as amended, de- 
ferred till Thursday, 6th July (Evening 
Sitting). 


STANDING ORDERS. 

Ordered, That so much of Standing 
(Order 91 as fixes Five as the quorum of 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders 
be read and suspended. 

Ordered, That, for the remainder of the 
session, Three be the quorum of the Com- 
m.ttee.—(Mr. Halsey.) 


Millport Piers and Burgh Extension 
Order Confirmation Bill. Read the third 
time, and passed. 


London County Council (Tramways) 
Bill. Reported, with Amendments; 
Xeport to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP E). 

Sir Henry AUBREY-FLETCHER reported 
from the Committee on Group E of 
Private Bills; That, for the convenience 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned 
t ll Wednesday, at Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table.’ 
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;management of the 


Reports, &e. 5£ 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That thev have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to authorise the Institution 
knowr as the Bristol Asylum or Schoo! 
of Industry for the Blind to acquire ana 
to hold lands for the purposes of that 
institution; and to make further pro- 
vision with respect to the constitution of 
the committee of management and the 
institution, the 
investment of the moneys of the instita- 
tion: and for other purposes.” [Bristol 
Blind Asylum Bill [Lords. | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
extend the powers of the Central Electric 
Supply Company, Limited; and for other 
purposes.” [Central Electric Supply 
Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Baill, intituled, “An Act to 
authorise the County of London Electric 
Supply Company, Limited, to purchase 
lands and construct generating stations ; 
and for other purposes.” [County of 
London Electric Supply Company Bill 


[Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
extend and amend the Humber Conser- 
vaney Acts, 1852 to 1899, and to confer 
turther powers upon the Humker Con- 
servancy Commissioners ; and for other 
purposes.” [Humber Conservancy Bill 


[ Lords. } 


Bristol Blind Asylum Bill [Lords]; 
Central Electric Supply Bill [Lords]; 
County of London Electric Supply Com- 
pany Bill [Lords]; Humber Conservancy 
Bill [Lords] Read the first time; and 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SUGAR AND SUGARED GOODS*(IM- 
PORT DUTIES) (FOREIGN COUNTRIES). 
Retura presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 8th May; Mr. Lough]; to lie 
upon the Table. and to be printed. [No. 
207.) 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882 TO 1902. 
(PROCEEDINGS). 
Copy presented, of R»port by the 
Board of Trade respecting the Appli- 
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cations to and Proceedings of the Board, = PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CON- 

of Trade under The Electric Lighting DITIONAL LICENCE). 

Acts, 1882 to 1902, during the past year| Copy presented, of Licence granted 
{by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to | to Maria Yates, a convict under | deten- 
be printed. [No. 208.] | tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her 
to be at large on condition that she 
FRUIT CULTURE (DFPARTMENTAL | enter the East End Refuge, Finchley 





COMMITTEE). [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
‘opy presented, 0 Je- | 
oe) pean. ‘ is ae vd ep : PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CON- 
partmental Committee appointed by the | DITIONAL LICENCE). 


Board of Agriculture and Fisheries to | 
inqu re into and report upon the Fruit | 
Industry of Great Britain, with Copy of 
the’ Minute appointing the Committee | 
{by'Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Licence granted to 
Elizabeth Marie Mantle, a convict under 
detention in Aylesbury Prison, permitting 
her to be at large on condition that she 
enter the Elizabeth Fry Refuge, Hack- 
ney [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES O9F OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). Hane ee 
( er de TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
‘opy presented, of Statute made by ‘its , : 
the Governing Body of University Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
College. Oxford, on 11th March, 1905, Consular Heports, Annual Series, Nos. 
amending the Ordinance regulating the 3416 — [by Command]; to lie upon 
Radcliffe Travelling Fellowships iby Act]; | th? Table. 
to he upon the Table, and to be printed. PUBLIC INCOME AND EXPENDITURE 


INo. 209. fag ie 
Return ordered, ‘of Net Publie In- 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND | Come. and Net Public Expenditure under 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877 (OXFORD). certain specified heads. as represented 
by Receipts into and Issues out of the 
Exchequer from 1890-1891 to 1904-5, 
inclusive (in continuation of Parliamen- 
tarv Paper, No. 277, of Session 1904).” 
—(Sir Henry Fowler.) 


“Copy presented, of Statute made by 
the Governing Body of Balliol College, 
Oxford, on 23rd November, 1904, amend- | 
ingiStatute IV. and Schedule B of the 
College Statutes [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 210.] CASUALTIES TO SHIPS. 


Return ordered, ‘of Casualties to Ships, 
showing the date; the name and class of 
é the Ship damaged; the nature of the ac- 

Account presented, of the R«ceipts| cident; the number of persons injured ; 
and Payments under the Act during the | the number of deaths (if any); the result 
year ended the 31st March, 1905 [by ! of any inquiry that may have beer held 
Act; to lie upon the Table, and to be | into the circumstances ; and time in dock- 
printed. [No. 211].] yard for repairs; during the vear ending 

the 31st day of December. 1904 (in con- 

INEBRIATES ACTS (INSPECTOR'S | tinuation ot Parliamentary Paper, No. 

REPORT). 116, of Session 1905).—(Mr. Lough.) 

Copy presented, of Report of the | 
Inspector, under the Inebriates Acts, 
1879 to_,1960, for the year 1904 [by Com QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. ieaticmmadendl WITH THE VOTES. 


COUNTY OFFICERS AND COURTS 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1877. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (BOROUGH OF | s 
BIRKENHEAD). | lag toe Cisonnee oT naan 
Copy presented, of Order made by the) Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Council of the Borough of Birkenhead | To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
re-dividing the Borough into Polling | whether he can now say what arrange- 
Districts [by Act]; to lie upon the| ment he proposes to make in order to 


Table. ‘carry out the undertaking given on April 











Ce eet 


‘the last two years; and whether any 
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17th to give either one of the days allotted 
to Supply, if the House agrees, or other- 
wise a Friday or an Evening Sitting, for 
the consideration by the House of the 
Public Accounts Co nmittee’s Report, and 
its decis on thereon. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) I 
the hon. Member’s absence I regret not 
having furnished him with an Answer to 
this Question which was starred and 
addressed to me on Thursday. In the 
present condition of public business I 
f-ar I cannot give a definite reply ; but if | 
the Question can be repeated towards 
the end of next week I hope | shali then 
be able to fix a day for the discussion. 





Army—Financial Control. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: To ask the | 
First Lord of the Tre asury, can he say | 
whether the’ ag isions of the Army Order | 
of January 6th, 1905, relative to financial | 
control came into force o. February L5th, | 
1905; whether they are still in force; 
and whether, in view of the Report of | 
the Public Accounts Committee thereon | 
of May 26th, they will be reconsidered. | 

| 

(Answered by Mr, A. J. Balfour.) The | 
Order, I am informed, is in force in 
districts where local audit already existed. 
In other districts it came into operation 
on May Ist. The Order is still in force. 
The Report of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee on this particular matter is now 
under the consideration of the Treasury 
and the War Office. 





Compensation for Wrongful Imprison- 

ment—Case of Mr. Horace Forbes. 

Stir THOMAS DEWAR (Tower Ham- 
lets, St. George’s): To ask the Secretary 
of Scate for the Home Depirtment if he 
has yet considered the amount of com- 
pensation to be granted to Mr. Horace 
rorbes, who, in the month of April last, 
was arrested, convicted of fraud, and 
sentenced to eighteen months hard labour, 
but eventually proved to be innocent and 
released from giol; is he able to state 
whether this conviction was due to any 
act Of carelessness or neglect; will he 
state how many cases of miscarriage of 
justice have come under his notice during 





special efforts are be.ng made to protect 
the public against such risks. 





— 
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| of the sentence. 
| regard the case as one where a free 
| pardon should be granted, or any com- 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary \ Akers- 
Douglas.) Tne defendant pa by 
the hon. Member was convicted last 
month at the North London Sessions on 
a charge of obtaining money by false 
pretences, and sentenced to eighteen 
months imprisonment with hard labour. 
In consequence of information given by 
the prisoner after his conviction in- 
quiries were made by the police, and the 
result of these inquiries was to raise 
sufficient doubt regarding the propriety 
of the conviction to justify me in recom- 
mending the remission of the remainder 
T cannot, however, 


pensation given from public funds. I am 
satisfied that there was no carelessness 
or neglect on the part of the police or 
| the prosecution; and that all the evi- 
dence favourable to the prisoner which 
was then known to the police was brought 
| clearly before the jury. When compared 
| with the total number of convictions, the 
| number of wrong or doubtful convictions 
which have come to my notice has been 
extremely smull. The number of persons 
convicted of indictable offences is about 
48,000 a year; and during the past two 
| years I have seen my way to advising the 
grant of a free pardon in four cases, while 
in about fifteen cases I have felt so much 
doubt as to the propriety of the convic- 
tion that I have advised the remission of 
the remainder of the sentence. In some 
of these cases the juries were apparently 
led to convict because the prisoners’ own 
witnesses informed them of the previous 
convictions of the prisoners. Every 
possible precaution is taken by the 
Metropolitan Police to preclude mistakes 
in identification; and [ am communi- 
cating with the local police authorities 
elsewhere with a view to making sure 
that Similar precautions are taken in all 
parts of the country. 


Use of Saxonite for Blasting Purposes. 

Str WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Pres- 
ton): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been called to the dangers 
arising from the use of a high explosive 
called Saxonite for blasting purposes, 
which is on the list of the compounds 
authorised for such purposes by the 
Home Office; whether this substance, 
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though safe in the sense of not producing 
on ignition a spark capable of firing gas, 
is liable under some atmospheric or other 
conditions to explode prematurely under 
light percussion; whether any accidents 
can be traved to this cause; and whether 
he intends to take any steps in conse- 
quence. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) The Returns of accidents 
occurring in connection with the use of 
explosives show that out of 501 such 
accidents in 1904, resulting in thirty-nine 
deaths and injuries to 3413 persons, 
fifteen, resulting in three deaths and 
injuries to twenty-two persons, occurred 
in connection with the use of Saxonite. 
Taking those classes of accident in which 
the comparative sensitiveness of the 
explosive might act as a factor, e.g. 
accidents caused by tampering with miss- 
firel shots, ramming or stemming the 
charge, boring into unexploded charges, 
etc., I find that eight out of 116, or about 
6 per cent., occurred with Saxonite. 
There are no statistics available as to the 
proportions in which the different explo- 
sives are used for blasting purposes; but 
I am advised that these figures would 
not appear to show, nor is there anything 
in the composition of the explosive to 
make it probable, that Saxonite is more 
sensitive than other explosives of the 
kind. It must not be supposed, however, 
that this or any other explosive can be 
safely used for blasting without proper 
precautions. It cannot be too often 
repeated that there is no such thing as a 
‘safe ” explosive. 


Fines at Sheffield Police Court. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for th» Home 
Department whether his a‘tention has 
been drawn to the fact that the magis- 
trates adjudicating in the Sheffield Police 
Court recently fined a labouring man 10s, 
for keeping a dog without a licence, the 
maximum penalty being £5; and that 
the same magistrates, in a case against a 
city magistrate for employing a male 
servant without a licence, only ordered 
the deferdant to pay the costs, the 
maximum penalty being £20; and 
whether, seeing that the labouring man 
attended the Court and thus lost a day’s 
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wages, whilst the city magistrate did not , 
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appear, that an arrangement was made 
that the name of the magistrate should 
not be called out in Court in the ordinary 
way and that it only transpired during 
the hearing of the case, and that in this 
case the licence duty had been evaded 
for some years, undei the circumstances 
the fine imposed on the labouring man 
will be remitted. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) 1 shall be obliged if the hon, 
Member will give me further details as to 
the first of the two cases he mentions, 
which T have not been able to identify 
with certainty. I may say, however, 
that it is obvious that if the conviction 
was a proper one and the penalty was 
deserved, no reasons for remitting that 
penalty can be deduced from the conduct 
of the Bench in a different case. My 
inquiries into the second case—that of 
the magistrate who was summoned for 
keeping a man-servant without a licence 
—are not vet complete, and I shall be 
glad of a little longer time in which to 
finish them. 


Recruiting of Chinese Labourers— 
Payments to Chinese Government. 


Mr, DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Otiey): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies if he is aware if any 
payment by the importer of Chinese 
labourers to South Africa is made to the 
Chinese Government or any local or 
provincial official in China for the 
privilege of recruiting. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
No such payment is made, as far as I 
am aware, in respect of the recruiting, 
but I understand that, in addition tothe 
payment made under the Convention, the 
Chinese Government receive from the 
mines a further fee of $3 to provide for 
the expense of the Consulate at Johannes- 
burg and other expenses. 


Threatening Letters to Scotch Members 
of Parliament. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
To ask the Lord-Advocate whether it is 
proposed to class the threatering letters 
received by thove Scotch Members as 


agrarian outrages; and whether the. 
Scotch police will be instructed to 


tabulate and report them in the same 
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way as the Irish constabulary do in | 


Treland. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) The 
Answer to the hon. Member’s Question is 
in the negative. So far as the Lord- 
Advocate is aware there was only one 
such letter received, and it did not refer 
to agrarian matters, 


Sale of Carcases of Calves Inoculated for 
Lymph for Food. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Popiar): To ask the Secretiry 
to the Locil Government Board whether 
the careases of calves inoculated for 


Questions. 62 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


|The Answer to the Question is in the 


affirmative. 


Postmasters—English and Irish 
Appointments. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: To ask the Post- 
master-General whether he can state the 
number of postmasterships which have 
been filled in Great Britain and Ireland 


| from Ist January, 1895, to the Ist January, 


lymph at the Local Government Board | 


vaccine station are sold for food in 
London; and, if so, whether he will give 
instructions to have such  carcases 
destroyed instead of being returned to 
the contractors. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) As 
I stated in reply to a Question put to ma 
by the hon. Member for Ross and 
Cromarty on the 30th ultimo,t I am 


1905, and the salary in each case; also 
the number of those in Great Britain 
which have been filled by officials drawn 
from the Irish service and the number in 
Ireland which have been filled by officials 
from Great Britain, with the salary in 
each case. 

The 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 


| preparation of the Return asked for by 
the hon. Member would be troublesome 
| and expensive, and as I do not think it 


advised that there is no evidence what- | 
ever that the carcases of animals used | 


for the purpose referred to are thereby 
rendered unfit for food. The destruction 


of the carcases would, moreover, involve | 
a large additional charge upon the Ex- | ! ! 
Scotland are allowed to come into Eng- 


chequer, amounting probably to some 
£4,000 a year, and, having regard to these 
considerations, I am not prepared to 
adopt the suggestion of the hon. Member. 
I may add that the carcases are 
thoroughly examined by a veterinary 
surgeon before being allowed to be sold 
for food. 


Woolacombe Water Supply. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board whether, in 
view of the fact that the water about to 
be supplied by the Ilfracombe Urban 
District Council to Woolacombe is taken 
from Exmoor, and has been passed as 
perfectly satisfactory by every medical 
man who has analysed it, he wll say if 
the Local Government Board have 
sanctioned the borrowing of the money 
necessary for the supply of this water. 





+ See (4) Debates, exlvii., 221. 





would serve any useful purpose I regret 
that I cannot undertake to turnish it. 


Sheep-Scab Regulations in Scotland and 
England. 

Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire. Oswestry) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Agiiculture if he will explain why sheep 
from areas infected with sheep-scab in 


land without being under inspection, 
while sheep from infected areas in 
England and Wales cannot be moved 
without such inspection. 


(Answered by Mr. Adlwyn Fellowes.) 
The formulation of arrangements for the 
control of the movement of sheep from 
the northern counties of Scotland has 
been attended with considerable difficulty 
and has been the subject of somewhat 
prolonged negotiations with the local 
authorities concerned. An Order has, 
however, Now been passed which pre- 
scribes the compulsory dipping of sheep 
in those counties between the 15th July 
and the Ist September next, and imposes 
restrictions on the movement of sheep 
out of the d pping area. The new Order 
will, I believe, aiford adequate security 
against the spread of disease from the 
counties in question. I shall be hippy 
to supply a copy to the hon. Member. 











Questions. 





Regulations for Prevention of Sheep-Scab. 

Mr. BRIGHT: To ask the President 
cf the Board of Agriculture whether 
his attention has been called to 
the difficulties caused by tke various 
sheep-scab regulations; and whether he 
is prepared to substitute for the present 
rule :he sys.em of proclaiming an area 
inmediately rou.d the infected place, 
and of applying more stringent measures 
with regard to the movement of sheep 
to and irom this area. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellcwes.) 
I have given careful attention to the 
representations which have been made to 
me on this subject. Under the Sheep- 
Scab Order of 1905 provision is made for 
the detention of sheep believed to have 
been in contact with sheep affected with 
sheep-scab, ard under the Sheep-Scab 
(Compulsory Dipping Areas) Order of 
1905, the compulsory dipping of all 
sheep in a particular area may also te 
required. In addition, however, it is 
also necessary to take measures to 
prevent the spread of the disease from 
districts In which it is ger erally prevalent. 
and it is under this head that some 
difficulties have arisen in connection with 
the measures we are taking to stamp it 
out. I am hopeful that the moditica- 
tions we bave been able to make in our 
Orders on this subject will remove any 
serlous cause of complaint respecting 
them. 
advantage increase the stringency of the 
measures taken on the spot whcn the 
disease is reported or discovered. 


Coccidiosis in Rabbits. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock): To ask the President of the 
Board cf Agriculture whether he has 
information as to the existence of disease 
of the nature of tuberculosis affecting 
the liver of the rabbit, specially pre- 
valent this year; and, if so, will he 
cause inquiry to be made and informa- 
tion laid before the Commission on 
Tuberculosis as being a disease pcssibly 
cffecting the focd of man. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) I 
em advised that the disease to which my 
Lon. friend refers is caused by an animal 
pare site, and that it is not of the nature 
of tukerculesis. Its 
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1 do not think we could with any | 


correct name is} 
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coccidiosis. In these circumstances it 
does not appear to be necessary for any 
communication to be made to the Royal 
Commission on Tuberculosis on the 
subject. It is not considered by the 
Beard’s veterinary officers that the 
disease is attended with any danger to 
man, but I propose to bring the matter 
under the notice of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


Inspection of Irish Mines and Quarries. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Depaitment whether, in 
view of the Repcert from the Home Office 
for 1904 showing that during last year 
active operations were carried on in 568 
mines and quarries in Ireland, that the 
nrmler of perscns employed in con- 
nection with those mines and quarries 
was 5,504, ard that the output was 
represented by 1,260,595 tons, and. in 
view of the fact that the officials for the 
due inspection cf these mines and 
quarries live and have their c ffices either 
in Manchester or Wigan, he will consider 
the advisability of arranging that Ire- 
land, as an inspection district, should be 
separated frcm Manchester, with a view 
to the establishment of an independent 
district in Ireland with a resident staff, 
comprising a chief inspector, assistant 
inspectors, and a secretary to the board 
of examination. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I co nct think the scale on 
which the mining and quarrying in- 
dustries are carried cn in Ireland is large 
enough to justify the creation of a 
separate inspection district for Ireland 
with a separate staff and examining 
board. The Repcrt to which the hon. 
Member refers shows that last vear there 
were at work in Ireland only fifty-eight 
mines and 5]0 quarries, as compared 
with 4,006 mines and 7,507 quarries in 
the whcle country ; that the number of 
persons employed in them was 5,504 out 
of a total of 974,634; the number of 
tons of mineral raised 1,275,336 out cfa 
total of over 294,000,000; and the 


' number of deaths from accident six out 


of a total of 1,202. 


Shrewsbury Municipal Charities. 
Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) : 
To ask the hon. Member for the Tun- 
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bridge Division, 
(Charity Commissioners, whether the 
Charity Commissioners have formulated 
any scheme for the reformation of the 
Shrewsbury municipal charities, in 
pursuance of the inquiry held in May, 
1904; and, if so, when it will be in 
operation; and whether it is in accord- 
ance with the views of the Charity Com- 
missioners that individual charity 
trustees, by themselves or their friends, 
can properly distribute doles of money, 
coals, and blankets without reference to 
their co-trustees; and, if not, whether 
the Charity Commissioners can so 
regulate the selection of trustees, and 
their number, and so control the dis- 
tribution as to secure that the benefits 
of charities shall be enjoyed without 
allowing undue predominance to any 
political Party. 


(Answered by Mr. Griffith Boscawen.) A 
scheme for the administration of the 
Shewsbury municipal charities has been 
drafted, and is with the King’s printers. 
Before the scheme can come into opera- 
tion it must be published, and any 
objections must be considered by the 
Commissioners. The scheme constitutes 
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as representing the a new body of trustees, and has been 


framed by the Commissioners with a 
view to securing that the benefits of the 
charities shall be applied, not by any 
individuals but by the trustees as a 
body, withoat reference to any political 
considerations, 


Loss of Submarine A 8—Pensions for 
idows of Seaman 

Mr. DUKE (Plymouth): To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty what is the 
extent of the provision made by the 
Board of Admiralty for the relatives, 
respectively, of the men who lest their 
lives by the accidental sinking at Ply- 
mouth of the submarine boat A 8. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) Com- 
bined Greenwich Hospital and naval 


pensions and allowances have been 
awarded to the following widows :—- 
s. d. 
Mrs. E. Kerswell 8 0 per week 
Mrs, EK. Simpson 6 6 ‘a 
Mrs. C. Vickers s EKO = 
Mis. A. L. Reeve . 9 0 e 
Mrs. S.S. Bruckland 11 0 = 


The scale of pensions fixed in the 
reculations is :— 





Widow’s pension per week. 


Allowance 





| 
tating. 


| 
| 


2 | 
| From the funds | Supplementary 
of Greenwich 


Hospital. 


% 
— 
al 


(1) Able seamen and stokers | 3 6 
(2) Second class petty officers 4 0 
(3) First class petty officers - 4 6 
(1) Chief petty officers- —- 5 0 





for each child 
deper dent on 


| pension from Total. the mother, 
| Naval Funds. per week. 
paeee= « 
| a } a & s. d. 
6 5 0 1 6 
2 0 6 0 1 6 
» 0 7 6 2 0 
4 0 9 0 2 0 

















and the widow of W. G. Ayloff (the only 
remaining widow) will be dealt with in 
accordance with this scale when she has 
furnished the information which 
been asked for, The dependent relatives 
of men who have left no widows may be 
awarded Greenwich Hospital gratuities 
of amounts not exceeding one year’s 


wages (exclusive of extra or additional 
pay) of the deceased. 


VOL. CXLVIII. [Fourrs Sertzs.] 


has | 


Naval Pensioners over Fifty-five not 
receiving Age Pension. 


Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can state how 
many naval pensioners over the age of 
fifty-five, who signed for a second period 
of service before 29th June, 1878, are 
not yet in receipt of the first instalment 
cf the age pension of 5d. a day. 


C 
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(Answered by Mr, Pretyman.) It is | Salaries of Irish National School 
eachers. 


regretted that this Question cannot be | 
answered, as the details concerned are not| Mr. MACVEAGH: To ask the Chief 
recorded in the registers of the Depart-| Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
ment in a form enabling the information | Ireland can he state the number of 
to be readily furnished. To make the | vacancies in Irish national schools in 
requisite extracts a considerable amount | principalships and in assistantships, 
of labour would be needed, and the work | respectively ; whether he is aware that 
would occupy a period of about three | the dearth of teachers is due to the 
weeks, for which extra clerical assistance | present grade salaries, and to the slow- 








would be required. 


Reinstatement of Irish Evicted Tenants | 
—Application of Mrs, Johanna Daly. | 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry,8.): To ask the | 

Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 

of Ireland whether the application for | 

reinstatement of Mrs. Johanna Daly, of | 

Kilgarvan, an evicted tenant on the | 

Hungerford Orpen Estate, has been re- | 

ceived and dealt with by the Estates | 

Commissioners; and whether any un.- | 

tenanted Jand in the neighbourhood has | 

come into the hands of the Commissioners. | 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Appli- | 
cations have been received from Mrs. 
Johanna Daly for reinstatement in three | 
holdings on the Hungerford Orpen | 
Estate, from which she alleges she was 
evicted. The holdings appear to be in 
the occupation of other tenants, and no 
proceedings for the sale of the estate 
have been instituted before the Estates 
Commissioners. Inthe event of the Com- 
Missioners acquiring suitable untenanted | 
lands in the neighbourhood the appli. | 
cations will be considered. 


| 
Bookbinding Work in the Public Record | 
Office, Dublin. | 

Mr. NANNETTI: To ask the Chief Sec- | 
retary to the Lord-Lieutenant of [reland if | 
he is aware that the bookbinders’ work of | 
the Public Record Office, Dublin, is at the 
present time being executed by a member 
of the office staff who is in receipt of a| 


SS led 


weekly wage of 27s., while the minimum | 
wages of bookbinders in Dublin is 32s. | 
per week; and will he undertake to | 
make inquiries and have the work done | 
for the future by bookbinders who will | 
be paid not less than the minimum scale 
of wages. 





(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
A portion only of the time of one work- 
man searcher 1s employed in certain 


| schools at any one time. 





binding work at the Public Record Office. 


schools (of which there are 5,360 with 





ness of promotion; that a number of 
teachers, trained at the expense of the 
Irish Education Vote are taking up 
positions in England; that many 
managers, in order to secure competent 
teachers, are under the necessity of 
supplementing their salaries by sums 
ranging from £5 to £15; and whether, in 
view of these facts, he will invite the 


Commissioners to reopen the whole 
question of the salaries of national 
teachers, 


(Answered by Mr.Walter Long.) It is not 
possible to state accurately the number 
of vacancies existing in Irish national 
From the office 


| records there would seem to be about 


thirty-eight vacancies for principals and 
about fifty-one vacancies for assistants 
at present; but when the returns are 
received from the managers at the 
end of the present month it will be 
found, no doubt, that most of thse 
vacancies have been filled. There is 
no dearth of teachers of national schools. 
Owing to regulations made by the 
English Education Board for the re- 
cognition of the certificates of the Irish 
National Board some Irish teachers are 
obtaining employme.t in schools in 
England. On the other hand some 
teachers ccrtificated in England are 
obtaining employment in [rish national 
schools, The Commissioners expect local 
aid to supplement the salaries of the 
teachers. ‘This is an essential condition 
for the recognition of a school by the 
Board. The scale of salaries has been 
fixed only comparatively recently, and 
it is not proposed to reopen the question. 
ft must be remembered that the average 
number of pupils at each Irish school is 
about fifty-four, ana the average at 
each English school is about 250, and 
that Irish teachers cannot expect to be 
paid at the same rate for teaching small 
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attendances of less than fifty pupils in| (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Ireland) as English teachers are paid for | Local Government Board applied in due 
teaching large schools of 200 children | course to the Dublin County Council for 
_and upwards. payment, under Article 32 (3) of the 
|Schedule to The Local Governmen 

Visit of Salvation Army Officer to John | (Application of Enactments) Order, 1898, 
Foster when under Sentence of Death. | ofthe costs of the local inquiry held by 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): ‘To ask the them into the appeals lodged against the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 2'der of the Dublin County Council 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a | ltering the wards of the Rathmines 
man named John Foster was tried and | Urban District. The county council, 


condemned to death at Cork, on the 22nd | however, refused to pay these costs, on 
March last; that after Foster received | the ground that the inquiry need not 
sentence he expressed a desire to be | have been held, as the Local Government 
visited by a Salvation Army officer; tha | Board might have decided the legal 
the officer went to the prison to visit the | P°int against the Order before it was 
condemned man, but was refused ad- | raised, The Board have pointed out 
mission until consent was given by the | that the lodgment of petitions against 
prison chaplain, which was algo refused ; | the Order ot the county council ren- 
if he can state on what grounds was dered it obligatory on them to hold the 
Foster refused his request; and what | "qulry, that the legal point was not 
steps, if any, will be taken to prevent | Faised until the inquiry was held, and 
such refusals in future, 'that even if the Board had been aware 
of the legal point they were nevertheless 
. | bound by statute to hold the inquiry be- 
(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Foster, fore adjudicating in the matter. The 
who was tried and condemned as stated, | Board are required in all cases where 
did not at any time express a desire to | local inquiries are held to recover the 
be visited by a Salvation Army officer. | costs thereof from the local authorities, 
On 23rd March two female officers of | and must follow the usual course in this 
the Salvation Army went to the prison | case. 
to visit the condemned man, but he de- | 
clined to see them; and they were so 


Petition of Barbados for a British 


informed. If the prisoner had desired Garrison. 
to receive the visit the prison chaplain Mr. COGHILL (Stoke - upon - Trent) ¢ 
would have raised no objection. _To ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether his attention has been called to 
Division of Rathmines District --Cost of # petition from the Barbados House of 
Local Inquiry. | Assembly, praying that a garrison of 
Mer. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.):;| Imperial troops might continue to be 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | stationed at Barbados ; and whether he 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his| can see his way to give effect to the 
attention has been drawn to the demand | petition. 
made on the Dublin County Council by 
the Local Government Board for Ireland) (Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
for payment of the costs for holding a| The petition referred to by the hon. 
local inquiry in referense to the division | Member has been received and has been 
of the suburban district of Rathmines | laid before the King, but His Majesty’s 
into wards; whether he is aware that, | Government regret to have found them- 
though the inquiry referred to was held | selves unable to advise His Majesty to 
by the Local Government Board, it was give effect to it, 
declared by that body itself to be illegal, 
on the ground that the Board had no 
power to do that for which the inquiry Manufacture of Bayonets. 
was held; whether there is any pre- Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) : 
eedent for such a demand; and whether | To ask the Secretary of State for War 
the demand will be persisted in by the | how many bayonets have been manu- 
Board. factured at Enfield during the present 


C2 
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year; howmany are required to compiete 
stocks and reserve: and how it is pro- 
posed that these latter should be supplied. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The following bayonets for the 


short rifle have been manufactured 
since :— 

Ist January, 1905. Ist April, 1905. 
New - - - 19,503- - - 6,809 


Conversions - 


1018- - - Nil. 


The numbers required to complete stock 
and reserve for the short rifle are 12,226. 
2.500 are to be ordered from the trade, 
and the balance from the Ordnance 
Factories. 


Woolwich Arsenal. 

Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
150 men engaged in the Danger Building, 
Roval Laboratory, Woolwich Arsenal. 
were indefinitely suspended on Saturday. 
June 17th; and whether this method is 
adopted only to reduce the rates of pay 
in these departments cf individual men. 


{COMMONS} 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold: | 


Forster.) Notices of suspension were 
given to 160 men in the Royal Laboratory 
Danger Buildings, Royal Arsenal, on the 
17th instant on account of shortness of 
work, It is regretted that it is probable 
that the:e men will have to be discharged. 


Grants to Rifle Clubs. 

Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War if he can 
now state whether it will be possible to 
make a grant to such rifle clubs as are 
affiliated to the National Rifle Associa- 
tion during the present year; and, if not, 
whether it is prorosed to make such 
grant next year. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) 1 am afraid I ean only refer 
my hon. and gallant friend to the Answer 
given by me to an identical Question on 
March 22nd,} an Answer which I have no 
reason, at present, to vary. 


} See (4) Debates, exliii., 789, 
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Fleet Maneuvres in the English Channel, 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): T beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether two sections of the Fleet were 
manmuvring in different directions in 
the Channel without lights on the night 
of June 2rd; whether the Board of 
Trade regulations with regard to sound- 
ing the steam siren were observed when 
the fog came on and the “ Afghanistan” 
was tun down, involving the loss of 
nineteen lives; and, if so, whether the 
Admiralty will take cire in future that 
such operations shall be confined to less 
crowded seas than the English Channel. 


THe SECRETARY — vo 
MIRALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) : The Chinne! Fleet was 
menceuvting without Tgits in two 
columns of Ctyisions line ahead shortly 
before midnight on June 2nd. At the 
time of the coilision, which occurred 
more than an hour later, the ships were 
proceeding on their course and show ng 


THE AD- 


navigation ard steam lights. The 
Answer to the second pirt of the 
Question is in the affirmative. The 


Admiralty consider it inadvisable to 
exclude any of the waters of our coasts 
from the manceuvre area of our Fleets. 


Submarines. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty how muiny sub- 
marine boats have been completed up to 
the present for the Navy, and what has 
been the total expenditure upon them; 
how many have been sunk or destroyed, 
ant what has heen the total loss of life; 
how many of the remaining boats are 
considered seaworthy; and — whether 
steps can be taken to experiment more 
carefully with this type of boat so as to 
avert such loss of life as took place in 
the recent accident at Plymouth. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: The total expendi- 
ture upon submarine boats up to the 
present time is £807,535. The number 
of boats already completed is seventeen. 
Two of the vessels have been sunk, but 
both were subsequently recovered, and 


4 the total loss of life —including those 
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killed by the explosion on the A 5—| 
amounts to four officers and twenty-eight | 


men. All the boats are considered sea- 
worthy. Every care is taken during 
exercises, anl the recent accident was 
not due to experiments. 


Late Arrival of Ministers. 
When the Questions addressed to the 
Secretary of State for War were reached 


.the right hon, Gentleman was not in his 


place to answer them. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNE ILL (Donegal, S.): | 


Where is the Secretary of State for War ? 


An HON. MEMBER: He 


signed, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford). 
addressing the Speaker, said: On a 
point of order, Sir, may I put a Question ? 
There are eighty starred Questions on 
the Paper to-day, probably more than 
cin be answered within the time limited 
wnder the rules. If the proceedings are 
to be interrupted for five or ten m nutes 
waiting for Ministers to come 1, it is 
quite impossible to hope that anything 
ike the number on the Paper can be 
answered. Is there no remedy to pro- 
tect the right of private Members to hate 
their Questions answered 2 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The inconyentence 
may possibly have arisen owing to the 
fact that the first twenty-four Questions 
lave gone through so very rapidly, 


Tue SECRETARY or STALE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnoup-Forsrer, Belfast. 
W.) at this point entered the House 
and expressed regret at his lite arrival. 


The South African War Stores Scandal— | 
The Press Censorship. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg 
to ask the Seeretary of State for War if 
he can state on whose authority the 
Press censors in South Africa prevented 
references being made in the local news- | 
papers to the alleged scandals in connec- | 
tion with the military contracts for sales | 
and supplies. 
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has re- | 
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directed to the fact that the Press 
correspondents in Pretoria would have 
warned the public of the questionable 
transactions with reference to the sales 
and refunds to contractors by the 
military authorities in South Africa, but 
were prevented from so doing by the 
Press censors in South Africa; and will 
he say who was the chief military Press 
| censor at the time of these transactions 
| during the dual system of sales and con- 
tracts from June, 1902, and onwards; 
whether he has made any inquiries into 
this matter; and. if so, what are the 
results of those inquiries; and whether 
| he has any, and, if so, what, explanation 
|to make with reference to the action of 
| the Press censors in this matter. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In refer- 
ence to these Questions, a telegram was 
despatched to the General Officer Com- 
mandng in South Africa, who reports that 
he questioned the editor of the Pretoria 
News, the paper which was responsible for 
the statement which has appeared in 
the English Press. The editor stated that 
he referred to censorship in 19)1 con- 
cerning statements criticising meat and 
transport contracts, and not to the sales 
contracts which had not then commenced. 


Mr. WHITLEY : May we take it that 
the Pretoria News was prevented in 1901 
from making references to these matters ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: All the 
papers were under a censorship at that 
time, 
SWIFT MACNEILL: Who 


Mr. was 


| the chief military censor ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I do not 


know. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Do you not ? 
We do. 


Stal iy 


Amount Realised by Sales of Military 
Stores in South Africa. 


Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, St. Albans): 


| | beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 


| what was the actual amount realised and 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : TIT beg | 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 


received as the total result of the sales of 
the surplus animals and articles which 
| Lerd Kitchener in his cablegram of 18th 
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June, 1902, estimated would probably | 


reach some £6,000,000 or £7,000,000, 
referred to in paragraph 7, on page 5, 
of the Report of the Committtee on 
Sales and Refunds to Contractors in 
South Africa. [Cd. 2455.] 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Will the 
hon. Member kindly refer to my reply to 
a similar Question put by the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Saffron Walden Division of 


Essex on Thursday f last. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Did not that refer to an entirely different 
set of stores ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER was _ under- 
stood to reply that the same stores were 
referred to. 


Mr. SLACK asked what the exact 
figure was. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER sa‘d he was 
following the ordinary practice in referring 
back to previous Answers. He did not 
know whether he need repeat the Answer 
to a previous Question. He would 
do so, however. It was as follows :— 
The War Office is not in possession of 
any detail of the stores on which the 
estimate made by Lord Kitchener—ad- 
mittedly a rough one—was based. A 
total sum of approximately £8,000,000 
was realised by the sale of various stock 
in South Africa from April, 1902, to Sep- 
tember, 1904; but the moneys arising 
from the sale of ordinary supplies to 
soldiers, captured stock, etc., are included 
in this total and cannot be separated 
As regards the other points raised in the 
Question, the information desired by the 
hon. Member would require considerable 
Jabour to obtain in consequence of the 
difficulty of differentiating between the 
stores actually consumed and those of a 
similar description which arrived at a 
later date. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Have the 
War Office the estimate made by Colonel 
Morgan and handed to Lord Kitchener, 
in which he puts the value of the stores 
at £8,000,000. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 
for notice of that. 


I must ask 
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The Preface to the Butler Report. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he will state, with reference to 
the observation in his preface to the 
Butler Report that as far as the charges 
with reference to individuals are con- 
cerned the matters dealt with in the 
Report must be regarded as sub judice, to 
what judicial authority does he refer, an‘ 
what are his powers. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Will the 
hon. Member be good enough to refer to 
my reply toa similar Question put by the 
hon. Member for South Wolverhampton 
on Thursday f last, to which | have no- 
thing to add. 


The War Office and the Butler Report. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether communications direct or in- 
direct were made on receipt of the Draft 
Report of the South African Sales and 
Refunds to Contractors Committee, to 
members of that Committee suggestive of 
lterations of the general character of 
the Report and of the presentation of the 
findings in a form less distinctive to the 
individuals and the system condemned; 
and whether the preface to the Report 
was written by him after suggestions for 
the alteration or rewriting of the Report 
were repelled by the Committee. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is 
not a shadow of foundation for the sug- 
gestion contained in the hon. Member’s 
Question. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I will ac- 
cept the right hon. Gentleman’s word, but 
do I understand that no communications 
have passed between him and any mem- 
ber of the Committee with reference to 
an alteration of that Report ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I thought 
I had answered that and that the hon. 
Member had accepted my assurance, 


Colonel Morgan. 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been directed to the 





t See ( ) Debates, exlvii., p. 1334. 


t See (4) Debates, cxlvii., p. 1338. 
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Sales and Refunds to Contractors in 
South Africa Committee in which the 
Committee hold Colonel Morgan entirely 
responsible for the grave scandals arising 
through h's brother’s connection with 
contracting firms, and consider that he 
contravened not only the letter of the 
rezulations defining the conduct of officers 
but that he acted entirely in opposition 
to the spirit and traditions of the Army ; 
and what action, if any, do the War 
Office authorities intend to take with 
reference to this gentleman. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Pending 
the result of a general inquiry into the 
transactions connected with the sales and 
refunds to contractors in South Africa, 
it is not proposed to take any further 
steps in regard to the officer in question. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: What was 
the date of Colonel Morgan’s suspension ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Colonel 


Morgan has not been suspended. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 
you know what I mean. 


Relieved ; 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I cannot 
recall the exact date. If the hon. Mem- 
ber will give me notice I will tell him 
the date. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Was it only 
after the publication of the Report ? 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Accounts of the Sales Department in 
South Africa. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden): Ibeg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether the Sales Depart- 
ment, appointed by Lord Kitchener on 
June 18th, 1902, kept strict ledgers and 
accounts for all transactions in accord- 
ance with his orders; and, ifso, whether 
there is any official information showing 
that in the disposal of stores committed 
t» the Sales Department there has been 
a wastage of three or four millions of 
money. 


Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: ~ The 
records of the Sales Department have 
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Commission, and I am not, 
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been retained in South Africa. The 
points raised by the hon. Member will 
form part of the inquiry by the Royal 
therefore, 
now in a position to deal with them. 


The Sale and Purchase of Oats in South 
Africa. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether 
twenty-two cargoes of oats, carry- 
ing a total quantity of 80,249 tons, 
were shipped from abroad to South 
Africa after the Ist of August, 1902; 
whether the whole quantity of these 
cargoes was first sold to and then bought 
back from Meyer, Limited, as explained 
in the Butler Report; and, if so, what 
did Meyer’s profits amount to op this 
portion of his transaction. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. 
Member’s Question appears to me to 
raise precisely one of those issues which 
ought to be inquired into by the 
tribunal which is about to be created, 
Under these circumstances I must ask 
leave to be dispensed from answering it. 
It is clear that I cannot possibly have 
any information with regard to the last 
paragraph of the hon. Member’s 
Question. 


Mr. LOUGH: But the Prime Minister 
last week said no cargoes were sent 
out after July 5th. Can the right 
hon. Gentleman explain the discrepancy 
in the two statements. 


Mr. ARNOLD -FORSTER: No 
cargoes were despatched under contracts 
made in this country. 


Cost of Military Supplies Sold in South 
Africa and Amount Realised. 
Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War what was the 
actual cost price of the supplies, set out 
on page 37 of the Butler Report, as 
having accumulated in South Africa on 
the 30th December, 1902; what amount 


' was produced by the sale of these stores ; 


and what loss was shown on the trans- 
action apart from sea freight and railway 


| carriage. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As _ these 
supplies were obtained from different 
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sources and at varying rates, it is only was issued as far back as 10th March, 
possible to state their price very ap- 1905. 


proximately. The total estimated cost ala 

price was, roughly, £2,300,000. Only a Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The fact 
portion of these supplies was sold, the that these firms had made very advan- 
remainder being retained for use by the tageous contracts with the local m/l:tary 
troops. I am afraid that I cannot give authorities did not in itself justify their 
any figures for the amounts sold, as it being black-listed. But on the receipt of 
is not possible without very great labour Sit W. Butler’s Report instructions were 
to pick out the items, given that, pending a further inquiry, no 
fresh contricts shoull be given to the 
Military Stores destroyed in South | firms in question. 

Africa. 


The Military Stores Scandal—The 
Monthly Reports. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to as the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state who was responsible for the 
failure to carry out the order of the War 
Office of 31st July, 1902, calling for 
monthly reports by telegram from South 
Africa as to the working of the dual 
system of purchase from, and sile to, 
local contractors of Army supplies as set 
up under Lord Kitchener’s authority in 
June, 1902; and whether the War Office 
have taken or propose to take any steps 
at all in connection with this failure. 


Dra. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether receipts were originally 
obtained for the £250,000 worth of Army 
stores stated, in Parliamentary Paper 
2433, to have been destroyed in South 
Africa during 1899-1901; and, if 8», 
why the War Office has entered the 
words “not known” in the column for 
the names of the contractor who sup- 
plied the stores, in that Parliamentary 
Paper in respect of over £100,000 worth 
of destroyed stores, 


al 


2 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Receipts 
for money paid to contractors in resp:ct Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Questions 
of stores, ete., are always obtained be- of this character will doubtless form part 
mn ad Serene a passed —— Army of the inquiry by the Royal Commission 
Votes. rhe Return i quceiien G0) 5 4 aiet theseinte this breach’ of 
compiled from reports of boards held on ihe tein eked kn Wok t5 thak tod 
; EES . s . juiry snowlad de le oO tha edy. 
supplies in South Africa, and in those ‘ 
cases referred to the names of the con- ny ' 
tractors were not specified by the De. MACRAMABA : 
boards, As the supplies were obtained 
from so many different sources, there 
was no information at the War Office 
available to supplement the details for- 
warded from South Africa. 


Can the right 
hon. Gentleman answer the last part of 
my Question. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I will 


state this afterncon what we have done. 


The Military Stores Scandal—The Im- Lord Kitchener and the Butler Report. 
pugned Firms. ~ ~ Dre. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War whether Lord 
Secretary of State for War whether he | Kitchener’s attention has been called to 
can state why it was that not until the the Report of the Comptroller and 
Ist June, 1905, were the names of Messrs. Auditor-General, issued in March, and of 
Mever and Co., of Pretoria, and of Messrs. the Butler Committee, issued in June, 
Wilson and Worthington, of Pretoria, respecting the working of the dual 
struck off the War Office Army Contracts system of purchases from, and sales to, 
lists, having regard to the fact that the local contractors in South Africa, as set 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- up by Lord Kitchener in June, 1°02; 
General containing statements respecting whether any report on the matter has 
the sale to,* after purchase from, the been received from Lord Kitchener ; 
Government by these firms of oats and | and whether the War Office proposes to 
forage at enormous profit to themselves | ask for his views on the matter. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No com- 
munications on these Reports have 
passed with Lord Kitchener. In view of 
the inquiry by the Royal Commission the 
War Office do not propose to take any 
steps in the direction suggested. Of 
course the Report has been communi- 
cated to Lord Kitchener. 


General Sir Neville Lyttelton. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can state ifGeneralSir Neville Lyttelton 
has resigned his position as First Military 
Member of the Army Council and Chief 
of the General Staff; and, if so, under 
what circumstances. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: General 
Sir Neville Lyttelton has not resigned 
his position upon the Army Council. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Have any com- 
niuunications passed between the War 
Office and General Lyttelton as to the 
advisabiliy of his resigning @ 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: General 
Lyttelton is not attached to the War 
Office, but to the Army Council. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Has no communi- 
cation passed as to the effect of the 
Report on his position 2 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir; 
of course not. General Lyttelton is 
master of his own actions, and he has 
not resigned. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: You may as well 
tell it now. It will all come out any 
way. 


Sales and Refunds Committee. 

Sirk HOWARD = VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if there is any precedent 
for the publication of evidence as orally 
given and as corrected from the short- 
hand writers’ transcription, as in the 
case of the Sales and Refunds Com- 
mittee; if he will say with what object 
it was advised ; and why the alteration 
of the questions does not similarly appear 
in the second column. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am not 


aware of any precedent for the mode of 
publication“ef the evidence in question. 
The departure from precedent in this 
instance is due to the pressure which 
was put upon the Committee by the 
Public Accounts Committee te jurnish 
this Report. In consequence of this 
pressure, many of the corrections were 
received after the Report had been com- 
pleted. The Chairman informed me 
that in the circumstances he considered 
it fair to the witnesses that the evidence 
upon which the Report was based should 
be distinguished trom the correcied 
evidence which had not been before the 
Committee when the Report was signed. 
Under these circumstances, I did not 
feel justified in overruling the decision 
of the Chairman of the Committee. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: But is 
there any precedent for publishing the 
evidence without giving the witnesses an 
opportunity of correcting it ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is 
none, but the circumstances were peculiar. 
The publication was pressed for by the 
Public Accounts Committee and T felt 
it my duty to allow it. 


War Office Tenders 

CoLoNEL NOLAN (Galway, N.)}: T bes 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if 
at present and in peace time it is usual 
for the War Office to publish, or to permit 
those interested to see, the tenders for 
articles required by the War Office; if 
both the successful and the unsuccessful 
tenders are so published ; andif there are 
any exceptions to the rule. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is not 
usual for the War Office to show cither 
successful or unsuccessful tenders to any- 
one, The name alone of the successful 
tenderer is given to any unsuccessful 
tenderer in that competition who 
specifically asks for it. There are no 
exceptions to these rules, 


The Royal Commission— Publication of 
Official Documents. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will lay upon the 
Table of the House copies of all official 
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documents, and all written communica- 
tions exchanged between the War Office 
and officials and officers in South Africa, 
and all such written communications ex- 
changed between the Colonial Office and 
the War Office, and between the Colonial 
Office and any of the authorities in 
British South Africa, with regard to sales 
and refunds to contractors in South 
Africa. 


Questions. 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or rue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): The docu- 
ments to which the hon. Gentleman 
refers will be laid before the Commission, 
but not before the House of Commons. 
Why should they ? 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Will all the 
documents be laid before the Commission 
as soon as it sits. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course 
every effort will be made to supply the 
Commission with all information of every 
sort, kind, or description which will aid 
them in their inquiry. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Will the docu- 
ments be published ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They will be 
laid before the Commission, and I 
suppose the Commission will publish 
what it chooses. I am not at this 
moment ab'e to do more than say that I 
should think if they are thought relevant 
they will be placed in the volume of 
evidence. 


The Secretary for War's Preface to the 
Butler Report. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Secretary of State for War, 
in prefacing with a statement of his own 
the Report presented to Parliament of 
the Committee appointed by the Army 
Counci] to consider the question of sa'es 
and refunds to contractors in South 


Africa, made this departure from ordin- 
ary practice as a Departmental act in 
which he could presume the concurrence 
of his colleagues in the Cabinet, or was 
the Prime Minister made personally cog- 
nisant of the intended publication of this 
preface, and was the concurrence of the 
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Cabinet to the intended publication ascer- 
{ained; and, if the intended publication 
of this preface comes within the cognis- 
ance of the Prime Minister or under the 
review of the Cabinet, what explanation, 
if any, is there for the publication of a 
preface by a member of the Cabinet to 
the Report of a Departmental Committee 
in criticism of the findings and conclusions 
of that Committee. 


Mer. A. J. BALFOUR: The note to 
which the hon. Gentleman refers was 
referred to me and had my entire ap- 
proval, and in my opinion nothing less 
than that would have been necessary in 
order to prevent gross misconception on 
the part of the public. Iam not quite 
sure whether even that was sufficient. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : Is there any 
precedent for the publication by a mem- 
ber of the Cabinet of a Report with a note 
criticising the conclusions of such a Com- 
mittee ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I se2 no reason 
why a member of the Cabinet should not 
criticise ; but, as a matter of fact, this was 
not a criticism. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The object of this 
preface was not then, as it purports to 
be, to save the interest of persons 
involved, but to prevent a misconception 
on the part of the public,’which is another 
matter altogether. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it is 
exactly the same matter. The injury 
which possibly might have been done to 
the individual consisted of a misconcep- 
tion on the part of the public with regard 
to the Report. To prevent that miscon- 
ception was the object of the preface. 


Royal Commission Precedents. 

Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can now cite the precedents 
on which he relies for the proposed issue 
of a Royal Commission empowering the 
nominees of the Ministry to investigate 
into its political Jaches or conduct, or 
that of any of its members, either without 
or with the concurrence of the House of 
Commons or of Parliament. 
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not put this Question. 1 thought he 
belonged to that section of the House 
which considers that the conduct of the 
Government should be discussed by the 
House, before the evidence is taken, ona 
vote of censure. But if it is to be dis- 
cussed in both ways, I may in regard to 
precedents remind him of the Beck case, 
the South African War Commission, the 
Military Hospitals Commission, the 
Ordnance Commissicn, 1886, and the 
Fugitives Slaves Commission, 1876 


The House and the Appointment of 

the Commissioners. 

Mr. MACVEAGH : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the 
names of the Commissioners will be 
recited in the Bill in such a way as to 
allow of the House pronourcing judg- 
ment on the selection. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, the 
Bill will not be so drawn as to allow the 
House to discuss the question. The 
Commissioners will be mentioned in the 
preamble, but not so as to meet what I 
gather to be the desire of the hon. Gentle- 
ma‘. 


The Powers of the Royal Commission. 

Mr. BLAKE: Is it intended that the 
Commission shall have power to investi- 
gate and report upon the conduct of 
Ministers ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
this is put as an “urgency ” Question. 
Certainly, the Commission will be at 
liberty to make any reflection they like, 
either on members of His Majesty’s 
Government or anybody else 


Mr. BLAKE: Will the Commission 
be entitled to make inquiry into any 
matter of crime or offence cognisable by 
the law of this or any other country ? 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Rogpert Finztay, Inverness Burghs) : 


Certainly, it is one of the purposes for 
which the Commission is constituted. 


Procedure of the Royal Commission. 
Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N.) : 


I beg to ask the First Lord of the, 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: TI rather | 
imagined that the hon. Member would | 
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Treasuty when the Royal Commission on 
Stores will meet, what procedure will be 
followed in taking and testing evidence, 
having regard to the alleged incomplete- 
ness of the Butler inquiry; what time 
will be afforded those against whom 
allegations have been made to prepare 
their answers; whether the Bill will give 
powers to the Commission to provide 
that counsel shall be heard, and, if so, 
whether the War Office will provide 
counsel for those accused officers who 
may not be ina position to employ 
counsel at the inquiry. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR; In answer to 
the series of Questions which the hon. 
Gentleman has just placed in my hands 
I have to say, with regard to the Ques- 
tion when the Royal Commission will 
meet, that that rests with the Commis- 
sion; but, so far as I am concerned, the 
sooner the Commission meets the better. 
The procedure to be followed in obtaining 
and testing evidence will be the pro- 
cedure which the Commission think the 
most fitted to attain the truth. The hon. 
Member’s third Question is as to the time 
to be afforded to those against whom 
allegations have been made to prepare 
their answers. I am sure that the Com- 
mission will take care that sufficient 
time is given so as to prevent any in- 
justice. With regard to the fourth Ques- 
tion, I believe that Commissioneis of 
this character have power to cause 
counsel to be heard. Whether it will be 
desirable to introduce a specific pro- 
vision in their reference is a matter for 
consideration. As to the payment of 


the costs of counsel for the persons 
brought before the Commission, I 


think that is a point well worthy of 
consideration. It is clear that injustice 
might be done to poor menif they were 
compelled to employ covnsel. I will 
examine the question and consult with 
my right hon. friend the Secretary of 
State for War as to the course that 
should be pursued. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
When will the Royal Commission Bill be 
introduced 2 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to be 
able to introduce it within a few hours. 
I understand it is a matter on which my 
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right hon. and learned friend near me 
purposes to consult with the learned 
Gentleman opposite. Itis a matier that 
does not involve controyersy, and the 
consultation ought not to take long. I 
hope to introduce the Bill either to- 
morrow or on Wednesday. 


Questions. 


The Royal Commission and South African 
Land Settlement. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if the te:ms of the 
reference will be so drawn that the Com- 
mission to be appointed to inquire into 
the sale and purchase of stores in South 
Africa will also be empowered to inquire 
into the conduct of persons employed in 
the work of repatriation and land settle- 
ment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the extension of the reference the hon. 
Member desires is asked for by any 
section of public opinion. ‘To so extend 
it would materially add to the labours 
of the Commission, and I do not recom- 
mend such an alteration. 


Dr, MACNAMARA: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman undertake there shall be 
au inquiry into the proceedings of the 
Repatriation Commission $ 


Mr. PIRTE (Aberdeen, N.): Hf infor- 
mation comes out in the course of the 
present inquiry making investigation 
into this matter necessary, will the Com- 
mission have the power to inquire ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Mem- 
ber may rest assured that if the Commis- 


sioners make any request for an extension | 


of the scope of their inquiry that will be 
acceded to. 


Inspection of Welsh Yeomanry. 
CoLONEL WYNDHAM-QUIN (Clamor- 
ganshire, 8.) : Lbeg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War for what reason certain 


regiments of Tmpetial Yeomanry com- | 

. . Y , | 
prised in the Welsh command have not 
been inspected this vear by the officer) — PIR 
‘decision been come to on the Report 4 


appointed for that purpose; and, should 
it be found impo-sible for one officer to 
carry out the duty of inspecting the 
Yeomanry in this command, will he 
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appoint another officer to act as assist. 
ant inspector. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Of the 
twelve Imperial Yeomanry regiments 
in the command no less than seven came 
out for training at the same time be- 
tween May 23rd and June Yth. This 
was owing to the fact that the arrange- 
ments for the camps and dates of training 
were fixed by three different districts to 
which these regiments belonged before the 
new Welsh and Midland Command was 
formed, the dates being chosen by the 
regiments themselves. It was manifestly 
impossible for the staff officer for Im- 
perial Yeomanry to see all these regi- 
ments in a week as they were camped 
at great distances apart. Of the twelve 
regiments nine were inspected by the 
staff officer, and special officers were 
deputed to inspect the three remaining 
regiments, It is hoped that next vear 
arrangements will be made to obviate 
any difficulties of a similar character, 


Militia and Volunteers-—Duke of 
Norfolk's Commission. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT: 
to ask the Secretary of State 
how much longer it is 
to defer taking any steps carry 
out the recommendations, or any of 
them, of the Report of the Duke of 
Norfolk’s Commission on Militia and 
Volunteers, which has been in his hinds 
for twelve months. 


I be 
for War 
proposed 


to 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: I am 
afraid that it is not possible to state at 
present what steps it will be possible to 
take in order to give effect to the recom- 
mendations of the Norfolk Commission, 
As I have already explained to the House, 
most of the recommendations involve 
additional expenditure of money, and at 
the present time there are no funds avail- 
able for the purpose. As my hon, and 
gallant friend is aware, the full amount of 
the Militia and Volunteer Vote for last 
year has been continued tliis year. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: 


Has any 


ARNOLD - FORSTER; 


announced the decision. 


Yes, and 


Me. 
I have 
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Efficiency of the Volunteers. 

Sin HOWARD VINCENT: T beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War how 
many divisions there are in the Volunteer 
force ready for immediate use as a fre!d 
army, with their proper complement oi 
artillery, engineers, and cavalry, and if 
these divisions and the brigades compos- 
ing them are under the command of the 
generals and brigadiers, and in charge of 
the staff, who «will be responsible for their 
efficiency or mobilisation, and if they 
have ever been or will ever be exercised 
together. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: I am 
afraid the Answer must be what my hon. 
and gallant friend anticipates, namely: 
that there are no divisions of Volunteers 
in the state of preparedness referred to 
in the Question. The Army Council is 
now making a detailed inquiry into the 
condition of the various Volunteer units, 
with a view of ascertaining what propor- 
tion of the officers and men who compose 
them are fit for active service. I rely 
upon my hon, and gallant friend, and the 
officers of the Volunteer force generally, 
to assist the Army Council, in their en- 
deavours to improve the efficiency of the 
Volunteer force in the directions sug- 
gested by him, and I can assure him that 
[ share the hopes which he evidently 
entertains that the Volunteers may, before 
long, be organised ona more effective 
system than that which has hitherto 
prevailed. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: When will 
this be communicated to the Volunteer 
force ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It has been. 


General Sir E. R. Elles. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state the terms of the communication 
received from General Sir E. R. Elles 
resigning his positionas Military Member 
of the Indian Viceregal Council. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Bropricx, Surrey, Guild- 
ford ): Ihave not received any communi- 
cation from General Sir E. R. Elles, 
resigning his position as member of the 
Council of the Governor-General of India. 
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Lord Curzon. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 


India whether the Government have 
received any intimation from Lord Curzon 
of his desire or intention to resign his 
post as Vieeroy of India, 

*Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. There is 
no foundation for that report. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 


good to Le true. 


It is too 


International Dairy Conference. 

Sirk EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, S.): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Government has received 
any notice of, or invitation to, an Inter- 
national Dairy Conference to be held in 
Paris "next October; and, if so, will 
they be prepared to nominate a delegate 
to such conference if asked to do so. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Karl Percy, 
Kensington, 8.) His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have been informed of the establish- 
ment of an International Federation for 
the protection of the interests of the 
dairy industry, but have not received any 
invitation to send delegates to a con- 
ference on the subject at Paris. If such 
an invitation were received, the Govern- 
ment would be willing to consider the 
matter, 


Macedonian Finance. 

Mr. NOEL BUXTON (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs what 
progre-s, if any, has been made in the 
negotiations between the Powers and the 
Sub!ime Porte in regard to the scheme of 
control of the finances of Macedonia, 


Kart PERCY: More than a month 
having elapsed since the Collective Note 
was presented, the Ambassadors at Con- 
stantinople are making further joint 
representations pressing for an answer 
f.om the Turkish Government. 


Exchequer Balances. 
Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether, having rezard to the sum locked 
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up in Exchequer Balances, amounting to 
£9,075,000 on June 20th, 1905, as against 
£5,591,000 on June 18th, 1904, he will 
take steps to reduce the floating debt 
created in the form of Treasury bills, 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AustEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): The Exchequer 
Balance is specially increased this year 
by the receipts from the recent issue o! 
Exchequer bonds. Those receipts will be 
required later on for paying off the 
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gy 


Rev. Canon Greenwell from the commis- 
sion of the peace. 





| 


| Mr. ARTHURSTANLEY (Lancashire, 
| Ormskirk) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
| State for the Home Department whether 
| his attention has been drawn to certain 
remarks, advocating the shooting of 
‘motorists, made by Canon Greenwell when 
sitting as a magistrate at the Durham 
County Police Court on the 21st instant; 
and, if so, what action he intends to 
| take. 


Exchequer bonds which mature this | 


ear. 
aa of our balances to drop a certain 
number of Treasury bills temporarily. 
It would not be possible to drop more of 
these bills without having to reissue 
them in the autumn in quantities which 
would be very inconvenient to the 
market. Last vear, owing to the depleted 
state of the Exchequer Balance, it was 
necessary to borrow laree sums for pay- 
ment of the July dividends. This year 
no such borrowing will be required. 


Mr. McCRAE: Is any interest receiv- 
able on these large sums ! 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


No, Sir. 


Canon Greenwell and Motor-Cyclists. 


Mr. DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Otley): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for the Home Department if his 
attention has been called to the fact that 
Canon Greenwel', presiding over the 
Durham Bench of Magistrates, had said, 
when sentencing two motor-cyclists for 


driving their machines at excessive speed, | 


that it would not be a bad plan if some of 


them were shot; and if he proposes to | 


take any action in the matter. 


The following Questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper— 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 
T beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the statement of the 
Rey. Canon Greenwell, presiding at the 
Durham County Bench of Magistrates on 
the 21st instant, that it would not bea bad 
plan if a few motorists were shot ; and, if 
so, whether it is proposed to remove the 


Advantage has been taken of the | 


| Tue SECRETARY or STATE vor 
| tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Axkers- 
Dovcras, Kent, St. Augustine’s): Perhaps 
| I may answer this, and the Questions of 
the hon. Members for the Oswestry Divi- 
sion and the Ormskirk Division, together. 
| I understand from Canon Greenwell that 
| what he actually said was as follows :— 
'“T do not think I should be inclined to 
follow the advice of Lord Queensberry, 
but if some of these reckless drivers, who 
'destroy the comfort and endanger the 
| life of other travellers, were shot, I am 
| not sure we should say that much harm 
was done.” Canon Greenweil has ex- 
plained to me that his remark was not 
| made seriously, and that no one in Court 
regarded it as being made seriously. I 
| think this is obvious, and though I 
| cannot approve of such remarks being 
| made from the Bench, even in jest, I do 
not think that any further action is called 
for. 


| Bail for Prisoners. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 5.) : 
T beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware that several Juliges have recently 
expressed strong opinions on the conduct 
of magistrates in refusing to admit 
| prisoners to bail; and whether he will 
issue a Circular to all justices urging upon 
them the advisability of granting bail in 
| all suitable cases, and especially of acting 
in accordance with the spirit of the Bail 
Act, 1898. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I would 
refer the hon. Member to the printed 
Answer which I gave on May 2nd f last 
year, to a Question on this subject put to 
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me by the hon. Member for West Car- | 


marthen. The views of the Home Office 


and of the Judges on this subject are. 


well known to justices, and I have no 
reason to think that they fail generally 
to act upon them. I do not, therefore, 
think that any useful purpose would be 
served by the issue of another circular 
at the present time. 
better that the Department should con- 
tinue to watch the working of the Bail 
Act, 1898, and should call the attention 
of the justices to any individual cases of 
hardship that may come to its notice. 


Medical and Dentists’ Registers. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Sceretary of State for the 
Home Department, having regard to the 
fact that during recent years twenty 
names have been struck off the Medical 
Register for infamous conduct in a pro- 
fessional respect, whilst six names were 
removed from the Dentists’ Register for 
a similar cause, will he state in how 
many instances the names were removed 
on Charges of adultery. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The answer 
is—from the Medical Register, in feur 
cases; from the Dental Register, in none. 


Police and Motor-Car Drivers. 

GeneraL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
if he will take steps, by legislation or 
otherwise, to secure that the police shall 
institute the prosecutions in a'l cases 
against motor-car drivers who may con- 
travene the law, and to secure that a 
person who may be injured or run over 


It seems to me 


by a motor-car need not apply personally | 


to a magistrate for a summons. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: A summons 
calling on any one to answer a criminal] 
charge is issued in pursuance of an in- 
formation laid by someone who is person- 
ally cognisant of the facts alleged to 
constitute the offence charged. I see no 
reason for making an exception to the 
general law with regard to charges 
against motor-car drivers; nor Gan | 
issue instructions to the police to prose- 
cute in every case of an alleged offence 
brought to their notice. It is their duty 
to enforce the law, but the question of 


Qt 


the cases in which it is proper for them 
to prosecute must be left to their 
discretion. 


Questions. 


_ GeneraL LAURIE: Howare proceed- 
ings to be lnitiated against motor drivers 
who break the law, and who is to do it 2 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The person 
who sees the offence committed. The 
police will use their best efforts when 
their attention is called to a_ case. 
There is no holding back on the part of 
the police. 


GeNERAL LAURIE: If the attention 
of the police is called to a case, have they 
authority to act, and will they do so ? 


Mr. AKERS- DOUGLAS: Certainly 
they will act; but, as I have said, the 
question whether they will prosecute 
must be left to their dise etion. 


Canadian Agricultural Products. 

Mr. BRIGHT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade whether 
he can give any information to show 
whether or not the local demand in 
Canada for butter, cheese, cattle, and oats, 
is mereasing at the present time more 
rapidly than the production of those 
commodities. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to roe BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): There 
is no official information available which 
would enable me to answer this Question, 


Customs Regulations. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether His Majesty’s 
Custom-House will arrange that the 
whole duty on dutiable articles which a 
passenger has declared that he bas in his 
possession shall not be insisted upon if 
the passenger offers to surrender those 
which he does not wish to retain, and to 
pay the duty on those he wishes to keep. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 


|THE TREASURY (Mr. Victor Caven- 


pisH, Derbyshire, W.): The Board of 
Customs have issued no regulations 


disallowing the acceptance of duty ona 
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portion of the dutiable articles brought 
by a passenger. 


Customs Watchers’ Grievances. 

Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he will state what, if any, con- 
cessions he is prepared to make in 
answer to the petition of the Customs 
watchers. 


Mr. CAUSTON: [beg also to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he will 
now give an answer to the petition of the 
upper section non-pensioner watchers 
which was presented in November last. 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: The 
Treasury is now engaged in considering 
certain proposals, submitted within the 
last few days by the Board of Customs, 
affecting the staff of that Department. 
I will expedite matters as much as 
possible, 


The Education Department and the Court 
of the University of Wales. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea Dis- 
trict): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Education whether certain of His 
Majesty’s inspectors in the service of the 
Board of Education who had been duly 
elected members of the Court of the 
University of Wales were requested by 
him to resign their membership of the 
Court ; if so, will he say when, and ex- 
plain why they were so requested ; 
whether he is aware that before the said 
inspectors resigned their membership of 
the Court notices had been issued for a 
meeting of the Court at Shrewsbury on 
Friday the 9th June, at which questions 
affecting the administration of the 
University were to be discussed and 
determined ; and that the bodies of 
persons who had, under the Charter of 
the University of Wales, duly elected the 
said inspectors to represent them on the 
said Court cou!d not before the 9th June 
elect other persons in their places; did 
any correspondence take place between 
the Board of Education and any member 
of the Court other than the inspectérs 
in question in reference to their occupying 
the position of members of the Court ; 
if so, with what member or members of 


the Court did such correspondence take 
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place ; and will he lay the correspond- 
erce upon the Table. 


Toe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY vo tHe BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir WittiAM Anson, Oxford Univers:ty) ; 
The resignations referred to were effected 
in consequence of instruct ons from the 
Board given during the fir-t week in 
June. The Board are of opinion that 
it is undesirable that His Majesty’s 
mspectors should take part in publi- 
meetings or as members of — local 
bodies in matters of local controversy, 
I em aware of the circumstances 
referred to by the hon. Member, and 
regret any inconvenience which may 
have been oecasion:d to the bodies who 
were represented by the inspectors in 
question; but having regard to the con- 
tentious character of the matters which 
were coming up for dscussion at the 
Court, the Board consider that the in- 
structions given were necessary. No 
correspondence on the subject passe: 
between the Board and any other mem- 
ber of the Ccurt. 


The Ancient Walls of Berwick-on-Tweed. 

“Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I beg to 
ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner otf 
Works, whether the attention of His 
Majesty’s Government has been called to 
the intention announced by the Town 
Council of Berwick-on-T weed to sell for 
building purposes a piece of land on 
which there stands parts of the ancient 
walls of that town, dating from the time 
of King Edward the First; and whether, ’ 
having regard to the great interest of 
these walis as being one of the best 
examples of med’eval fortifications still 
left in this country, His Majesty’s 
Government will take such steps as are 
within their power to prevent the 
destruction of this important monument 
of antiquity. 


orp BALCARRES — (Lancashire 
Chorley): The Answer to the first 
paragraph is in the affirmative. His 
Majesty’s Government have entered into 
an agreement with the town council by 
which they have succeeded in preserving 
the most interesting portions of the 





remains of the fortifications, including 
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the Bell Tower; and it does not appsar | 
to be possible to do anything more | 
at present. | 


Scottish Churches Bill—Constitution of | 
the Royal Commission. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Lord-Advocate what are 
the names of the Commissioners under 
the Scottish Churches Bill; and when 
will the Bill be proceeded with. 


Sir CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew, 
W.): May I at the same tive ask the 
Lord-Advozate whether he is now in a 
position to state the namcs of the 
members of the Comm’‘ssion to be 
appointed under the Churches (Scot!and) 
Bill. 


Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Sco7rr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): The Gov- 
ernment are anxious that the Bill should 
he proceeded with as early as possible, 
but Iam advised by the Prime Minister 
that he cannot at present fix the precise 
date for taking the Second Reading. 
His Majesty has been graciously pleased 
to approve of the following as Com- 


missioners in the event of the Bill 
becoming law:—The Earl of Elgin 


(Chairman), Lord Kinnear, Sr Ralph 
Anstruther, Bart., Sir Thomas Gibson 
Carmichael, Bart., Sir Charles B. Logan. 


Sea Carriage of Fish from Stornoway. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate, in view of the statement 
contained in the letter addressed by 
the Sec:etary for Scotland to the 
Chairman of the Lewis Local Committee 
on 15th February, 1904, will he state 
whether it has yet been found possible 
to secure a reduction in the rates 
charged for the sea carriage of fish from 
Stornoway. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: This matter 
has been very carefully inquired into 
since February, 1904, but I regret I am 
unable to give the hon. Member any 


assurances as to the probability of a/ : ; mea 
_ standstill, owing to the intimation he had 


reduction of the rates in question. 
Compulsory Attendaice at Higniaaa 


Schools. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lovrd- 
Advocate if the Education Poparsmeni. 
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will cons der the expediency of enabling 
school boards in the Highland crofting 
counties to extend the age for com- 
pulsory attendance at school to seven 
years where the climatic conditions 
and the distance to be traversed render 
such a course desirable. 


Questions. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The matter 
will be considered, but in the view of 
the Department, as at present advised, 
there are great difficulties in the way of 
making any alteration of the law such 
as is suggested by the hon. Member. 


The Irish Land Judge’s Court. 

CotoneL NOLAN: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if his atten- 
tion has been drawn to the statement of 
Judge Ross that sales in his Court are 
blocked for a want of £600,000 eredit ; 
and if he could obtain this credit for 
Judge Ross without infringing on the 
claims of other vendors to priority. 3] 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Lona, Bristol, 
S.): At the request of my right hon. 
friend, I will reply to this Question, and 
will at the same time answer the Ques- 
tions of the hon. Members for Mid. Ar- 
magh and East Kenny. It would be im- 
possible, without grave injustice to other 
vendors, to appropriate out of the com- 
paratively small sum immediately avail- 
able a sum of £600,000 to those vendors 
who may sell through the Land Judge’s 
Court. The temporary insufficiency of 
funds is not due to any regulations 
which have been issued. The whole 
matter is engagng the most anxious 
consideration of the Government. 


The following are the other Questions 
referred to— 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ire!and whether his 
attention has been called to the statement 
by Mr. Justice Ross, that the business 
of his Court must shortly conte to a 


received freim the Estates Commissioners 
spar they sould not reserve £600,000 out 


of the annual Government grant, pending 


the winding-up oi estates inthe Land 


dnudge’s Court; and what steps the 


D 
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Government propose to take to prevent 
the threatened deadlock. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to recent proceedings 
in the Land Judge’s Court, in Dublin, 
relating to the insufficiency of funds for 
the purpose of carrying on sales of estates 
in Court; whether this insufficiency is 
caused by any new regulations issued to 
the Estates Commissioners; and, if so, 
or in any event, whether he proposes to 
take any steps to expedite the winding- 
up of this Court in accordance with the 
Resolution agreed to by Parliament. 


Irish Arterial Drainage. 

Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
taken any steps to appoint the Com 
missioners to inquire into the subject of 
arterial drainage in Ireland; and, if so, 
can he now state their names and quali- 
fications, and give the terms of their 
reference; also whether he has considered 
the advisability of introducing a Bill to 
give to joint local authorities in Ireland 
the powers of drainage boards in respect 
of areas affected by the overflowing of 
rivers running through their several 
jurisdictions, especially with the view of 
making the Irish Development Grant 
available as a fund in aid of operations 


by such boards. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: The terms of 


reference are under consideration, and 
until these have been settled the Com- 
mission cannot be appointed. Legisla- 
tion will be necessary for carrying out 
any reforms in the existing system, but 
it will obviously be impracticable to in- 
troduce legislation in the present session. 


Limavady Justices. 
Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
, Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state what 
official informed him as to the number 
and religious composition of the justices 
of the peace in Limavady, county Derry; 


and whether he can state the nares oi | 


the six Episcopalians, three Fresby- 
terians, and one Catholic on the Bench, 
in that district, 


oi 





-{Yreasury-sanct:oa, that the use of motor- 





Mr. WALTER LONG: The informa- 
tion was procured from the Clerk of the 
Crown and Hanaper, who obtained it by 
private inquiry, there being no official 
record of the religious persuasion of 
magistrates. Further inquiry has since 
been made, from which it appears that 
the magistrate who was believed to be a 
Catholic is not one, The composition 
of the Bench should be returned as six 
members of the Irish Church, four Presby- 
terians, and one Methodist. It is not the 
practice to state the names of the in- 
dividuals belonging to each religious 
denomination. The Lord Chancellor is 
always glad to consider the names of 
properly qualified gentlemen which may 
be brought before him. 


Irish Police and Motor-Cars. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether two 
motor-cars, driven by district inspectors 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary, are 
now running experimentally, a record 
being kept cf the mileage, the failures, 
and the accidents; and, if 80, what has 
been the cost of these motor-cars, in 
what Estimate will that cost be included, 
and from what firms have these motor- 
cars been bought by the Constabulary 
authorities, and by whose direction and 
by whose suggestion were they purchased ; 
whether the Royal Irish Constabulary 
authorities are contemplating the equip- 
ment of district and county inspectors 
with motor-cars ; and, if so, what will be 
the initial and annual expenditure likely 
to be incurred by such equipment; and 
whether, having regard to the loss of 
life, damage to property, and injury to 
roads occasioned by motor-car driving, 
before any steps are taken for this 
change involving expenditure of public 
money, the House of Commons will be 
given an opportunity of expressing its 
views on the proposed change, and will 
be furnished with an estimate of the 
probable cost such change will entail. 








Mr. WALTER LONG: The Answer to 
the first inquiry is in the negative. In 
January ‘last it was arranged, with 


ears by officers should be tested in two 
counties as an experiment, the intention 
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being that, if the plan proved unobjection- 
able, officers should be allowed the option 
of keeping either horses or motor-cars. 
Officers who should choose to use motor- 
cars were to be allowed to obtain them 


at their own expense, on the express | 


understanding, however, that the existing 
allowances, namely, a forage allowance 
of £50, and a servant’s allowance of £45, 
were not to be increased. These allow- 
ances are borne on the Constabulary 
Vote. Difficulties have arisen in making 
the proposed experiment, and nothing 
has been done. ' 


Orange Disturbances at Coalisland. 
Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether it has | 


come to his knowledge that a pirty of 
Orangemen stoned Mr. Harkin’s Hotel, 
Coalisland, on the 3rd instant, causing 
considerable damage to the building and 
terror and danger to the inmates, as, 
though the district is proclaimed, pisto 


shots were fired concurrently with the. 


stone-throwing ; can he state how many 
of those rioters can be identified by the 


police and local persons; and whether | 


steps have yet been taken to prosecute 
them. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Several slates | 


and panes of glass were broken in Mr. 
Harkin’s public-house by the followers 
of an Orange band. On the same 
evening shots were fired outside the 
town by members of both Parties. The 
disturbance was of short duration. The 
offenders ran away on the appreach of 
the police, who could neither identify, nor 
obtain evidence against, them. No pro- 
secution, therefore, has been instituted. 


The Garvagh Murder. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of [reland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the murder of 
Mrs. Kate Hassan by her son at Garvagh, 
county Derry, and to the evidence of the 
police that they had no power of control- 
ling the sale of ether in the neighbour- 
hood; and, if so, will he take steps to 
have the law made effective. ,; 4 , 

Mr. WALTER LONG: The statement 
attributed to the police is not quite 
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accurate. Sulphuric ether is scheduled as 
a poison under Part II. of the Sale of 
Poisons (Ireland) Act, 1870, the result 
being that its sale is prohibited except by 
qualified druggists, ard in bottles labelled 
‘‘Poison,” under a penalty not exceeding 
| £5 for the first offence, and £10 for the 
second and subsequent offences. There 
appears to be some reason to believe that 
|ether is secretly sold by unqualified 
| persons in the district referred to, and the 
| police have been instructed to use every 
| effort to bring offenders t> justice. 





| Belfast Post Office—Late-Fee Letter Box. 
| Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to ask 
| the Postmaster-General whether, in view 
'of the inconvenience to the public of 
Belfast due to the failure of the depart- 
ment to provide a late-fee letter box 
|convenient to the receiver at the front 
| counter of the Belfast office, he will give 
| instructions for the placing of such a box 
forthwith. 


Tue POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
SraNLeyY, Lancashire, Westhoughton): As 
stated in my reply to a similar Question 

asked by the hon. Member on the 17th 

of February,t 1904, a late-fee letter box is 
| already provided in Garfield Street beside 
the large letter boxes for general posting. 
An additional late-fee box at the 
public counter seems unnecessary, and 
I am not aware that any inconvenience 
is occasioned by the absence of sucha 
box. 


Mr. SLOAN: Is the noble Lord aware 
that the general public are continually 
asking where the box in Garfield Street is 
placed ? 


Lorp STANLEY : No, Sir. 
Mr. SLOAN: Will he inquire ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I{ have already 
done so, 


Dublin Law Courts Clerkships. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
can state if it is intended to fill any 
future vacancies in clerkships in the 
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Dublin Law Courts by the transfer of | 
* second division clerks. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am advised 
the trustees that the matter is still 


under their consideration and that they 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: So far 


as I am aware there is no such intention. | 


The Sinking of British Steamers by 
Russian Cruisers. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is in a 
position to make any statement with 
respect to the demands made by His 
Majesty’s Government on behalf of the 
owners and crews of British merchant | 
ships unjustifiably seized, detained, or 
destroyed by Russian cruisers, or with 
respect to measures taken to prevent a 
repetition of these outrages. 
Member explained he was only asking 
for general information. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I ask 
whether the Prime Minister can now 
answer & Question with regard to the 
“Knight Commander,” which was sunk 
in July last, and with respect to which 
he said in August last that he expected 
reparation would be mede? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
doubt there will be reparation; but I do 
not think it would be possible to give 
in answer to a Question a general state- 
ment entirely fulfilling the intention or 
the phraseology of the Question of the 
hon. Member; and [I am glad to be 
able to inform him and the House that 
we have the best reason for knowing 
that the Russian Government disap- 
prove of the course taken. by these 
cruisers, and that orders have been 
transmitted to the “Duicper” at Jibuti 
which will render it quite impossible for 
any repetition on the part of that 
vessel of these outrages, as we think, on 
international law. 


The National Gallery. 

CotonEL STOPFORD SACKVILLE 
(Northamptonshire, N.): I begtoask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, in view 
of the fact that the National Gallery has 
been without a director since December 
31st, 1904, he is now 
to make any announcement as to the 
arrangements proposed for its future 
management, 


The hon. | 


n a position | 


are not yet in a position to announce 
their future arrangements. 


Congested Districts (Scotland) Bill. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, in view of the fact 
that the Government have introduced the 
Congested Districts (Scotland) Bill several 
years in succession, will he state whether 
the Government propose to proceed with 
the Bill this session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot make any statement with regard 
to this Bill. 


Office of Director of Public Prosecutions. 

Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: [ beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he will consider the advisability of making 
the tenure of the office of Director of 
Public Prosecutions the same as that of 
Comptroller and Auditor-General, viz. : 
during good behaviour, and removable 
only on an Address by both Houses of 
Parliament. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir; I do 
not think any ground has yet been shown 
for the change to be made in our 
machinery for criminal prosecutions which 
the hon. Gentleman desires. I have, 
therefore, no intention of making it. 


Votes of Censure. 

Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) : I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, in order to save 
time, he will allocate Monday in each 
week to the discussion of the usual vote 
of censure, 


[No Answer was returned.] 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
asked as to the arrangements for 
business. 


a 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was 
proposed to take Committee on the 


Aliens Bill on Tuesday and Wednesday, 
and for financial reasons it would be 
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on Thursday, the Post Office set down 
for that day being postponed for a week. 
Probably the Aliens Bill would be taken 
on Monday next. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I was under the impression that for 
weeks the arrangement had been to take 
the Post Office Vote next week. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe that 
was the arrangement provisionally made, 
but circumstances having rendered it 
neces ary to postpone it my right hon. 
friend the Patronage Secretary of the 
‘Treasury communicated the fact to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Leeds. The House will understand 
we do this with great regret, but I hope 
to take the Post Office Vote on Thursday 
week. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
Was I not given a definite promise by 
the Postmaster - General, which was 
communicated to me by the 8 cretary 
to the Treasury, that the Post Office Vote 
should be taken next Thursdiy. May 
we rely on it being taken next week, or 
will the date be again shifted to the 


great inconvenience of Members. gg! :,. 
THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or tHE TREASURY (Sir A. 


AcLAND- Hoop, Somersetshire, Weiling- 
ton): Yes, there was a definite ¢rrange- 
ment made, and I much regret that cir- 
cumstances hive arisen which necessitate 
a change of date. 


Cavrain NORTON: May I take it 


definitely that it will be put down for 
Thursday innext week. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR assented. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
John Muldcon, esquire, for the county 
of Donegal (North Donegal Division). 


NEW BILLS. 


COMPANTES ACTS (AMENDMENT) 
(DENTISTS) BLLL. 


“To prohibit Joint Stock Companies 





from carrying on practice as dentists ex- | 
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necessary to take Vote 8 for the Navy | 
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cept by means of duly qualified persons,” 
presented by Sir John Tuke; supported 
by Sir John Brunner, Mr. James Camp- 
bell, Mr. Cathcart Wason, Sir Michael 
Foster, and Sir Walter Foster; to be 
read a second time upon Wednesday, 
5th July, and to be printed. [Bill 250.] 


COMPANIES ACTS (AMENDMENT) 
(PHYSICIANS, ETC,) BILL. 

“To prohibit Joint Stock Companies 
from acting as Physicians, Surgeons, or 
medical practitioners,” presented by Sir 
John Tuke; supported by Sir John 
Brunner, Mr. James Campbell, Mr. Cath- 
cart Wason, Sir Michael Foster, and Sir 
Walter Foster; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 5th July, and to be 
printed. [Bill 251.] 


SOUTH AFRICA (SALES AND 
REFUNDS). 

Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 
rose to move, “That the conduct of His 
Majesty’s Government in connection 
with the supply and disposal of stores, 
and the sales and refunds to contractors 
in South Africa at the end of the war, 
and their failure to inquire promptly 
into and deal with those transactions, 
deserve the censure of this House.” He 
said: I desire to state with as much 
clearness and brevity as I can command, 
the ground on which I have placed this 
Motion upon the Paper. Between the 
end of the war in 1902 and the end of 
the year 1903, there were sales and 
repurchases of stores In South Africa 
which were of quite an extraordinary 
character, the main facts with regard 
to which have not been disputed, and 
are not capable of being disputed 
because they rest upon documents and 
accounts. There are disputes, no doubt, 
with regard to the details connected 
with these transactions and many of 
the surrounding transactions. There 
are also disputes in regard to the 
division of responsibility among officers 
on the spot, and as regards the chat- 
acter of the contractors who were 
engaged in these different concerns. I 
do not propose to enter into those 


questions. The House of Commons is 
not the place in which we can 
enter into the detailed transactions 
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of individuals who are not pre- 
sent, or allocate blame to them in 
regard to the transactions in which 
they have been concerned. Nor 
zan we sift minute evidence, or 
come to a fair judgment as between 
manand man. Therefore I am extremely 
glad that the Government has at last, 
after what I regard as quits an inexcus- 
able interval of delay, appointed a com- 
petent and well-qualified Commission to 
investigate these subjects and come to 
their conclusions. But when I hoar it 
suggested that the House of Commons 
should postpone their inquiry into the 
responsibility and conduct of Ministers of 
the State because a Royal Commission 
has been appointed which has the right of 
considering their conduct as well as that 
of everybody else, I say that is not only an 
unconstitutionsl doctrine, but, upon the 
face of it, that it is quite inadmissible, 
Ministers are responsible to the House of 
Commons and can answer for themselves, 
and this is the only place in the British 
Empire in which they can be called to 
account and can be constrained to answer 
for their doings. 


South Africa 


It is right that I should state at once 
the nature of the charges which I put | 
forward against Ministers. Of course | 
there is no suggestion that they in- 
tended to connive at corruption, or any- 
thing of that kind. But what I do say is 
that if Ministers had been competent 
and reasonably attentive to their great 
duties the things complained of could not 
have happened, or, if they had happened, 
must have been detected and stopped at 
once under any system of reasonable 
supervision. I say also that the substance 
of thes? transactions was well known in 
the War Office two years ago, and I think 
there must have been strong ground for 
su p’cion before then; and thit by their 
dilatory action for nearly, two years 
Ministers have postponed the publicity 
which is so necessary to prevent the 
recurrence of things of this character, 
and have postponed the punishment of 
those, if there are any, who have been 
guilty. The subject of this Motion is 
restricted to a particular class of the 
trausictions, although the loss of money 
to the State has probably been very 
great by reason of these transactions, 
and I propos: to limit my criticism 


Sir Robert Reid 


{COMMONS} 
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within the same compass. But I think 
it is necessary to remind the House that 
at the time when these things took place 
there had been many other transactions 
which were called and generally recog- 
nised to be, in part at least, scandals of 
an administrative character well known 
to Ministers and to the House of 
Commons. ‘This is not an isolated case. 
There have been the breakdown of the 
medical service, the hay contracts, the 
remounts, the transactions of the Cold 
Storage Company, the questions of 
forage, of transport, of freight, of }:m, 
and of emergency rations. 


(Sales and Refunds). 


There have been many discussions in this 
House on these subjects. Notably there 
was the debate on March 17th and 18th, 
1902, before the war was ended, in which 
my right hon. friend the Leader of the Op- 
pos tion moved for a Select Committee to 
inquire into the questions of remounts, 
meat, forage, freights, and transport. 
He was met by the present Secretary of 
State for India with the criticism, which 
was common in those days, that he was 
encouraging the enemies of his country. 
The Secretary of State for India beat 
the big drum in the usual way, but 
there is a hole in the big drum now, and 
we do not row hear quite so much of that 
kind ofunjustcriticism. Butat that time 
the Secretary of State for India, and the 
noble Lord who is now Postmaster- 
General, promised a full inquiry into all 
the transactions of the War Office in the 
war—the right hon, Gentleman, indeed, 
demanded it as a matter of right for 
the War Office. That was in March, 
1902, and we are now in June, 1905. 
There was, indeed, an inquiry by the 
Royal Commission of which Lord Elg’n 
was Chairman, but that was limited—l 
do not say it was improperly limited--in 
its scope and did not touch the subjects 
we discussed in March, 1902. Most of 
these scandals took place before the end 
of the war; and, therefore, in the summer 
of 1902, Ministers were well aware of the 
pitfalls that surrounded them. They 
knew that, while the people of this 
country, rich and poor alike, were making 
sacrifices either of blood or treasure, 
there were not only honest contractors 
who were fulfilling a legitimate duty in 
supplying the troops, but others of 
another class who were prowling about 
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the Army and the departments of State 
anxious to make an unclean profit out of 
the sacrifices of the country. They 
knew then that there was a necessity for 
careful vigilance and supervision to 
prevent fraud. 
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I will tell shortly the story of what 
occurred at the time when the war 
ended. In June, 1902, there were 
immense Government stores in South | 
Africa, sufficient to supply 300,000 | 
men and 200,000 animals for a period | 
of four months. The troops were | 
being very greatly diminishel, and by | 
the end of November, 1902, they had 
been reduced to 65,009. The country | 
itself was denuded entirely of supplies, 
and the agricultural stock had been 
almost entirely destroyed. Accordingly, | 
Lord Kitchener, who is an excellent man 
of business and who has had a similar | 
experience, I believe, in the Sudan, 
suggested that, in this promising market, 
the surplus stores should be sold, and 
expressed the anticipation that a sum of 
between £6,009,000 and £7,000,000 would | 
be realised by the sale. Of course Lord | 
Kitchener thought the benefit of a good 
market would be obtained by this 
country. I desire to lay emphasis on 
the word “surplus,” for what was to be 
sold were the supplies that were not | 
needed for our own purposes. Lord | 
Kitchener also said that the future needs 
of the troops ought to be, or might best | 
be, provided for by local contracts. 
That was assented to by the War Office ; 
and they gave directions, in a telegram 
of July 31st, 1902, that monthly accounts 
were to be sent home of the totals sold 
and of the prices and amounts realised. 
I must say that it was a foolish thing 
not to send out a special staff of persons 
properly 


ought not to have been left to the first 
comer, 


Morgan in the autumn of 1902—because | 
the War Office authority who was called | 


before the Butler Committee stated that 
he was not qualified personally and 
expressed the view that what took place 
was due to his entire incapacity for the 
position he filled. 
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qualified to deal with this} 
immense mass of material, and that it | 


It was left to a gentleman whose | 
name I do not wish to bring into the | 
debate—an officer who succeeded Colonel | 
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The Army Service officers set about 
selling the produce, but, as soon as 
they began doing so, a ring was set 
‘up against them so as to prevent 
| good prices being realised. There is a 
statement, which does not rest upon 
| direct testimony and which I hope may 
/prove unfounded, that the Chamber of 
/Commerce of Johannesburg actually sent 
'a letter round to their members telling 
them not to bid for the Government 
stores, Iam not going to say it is not 
true; I hope the Royal Commission will 
find out whether it is true. Under these 
circumstances there was no market, but 
the War Office could not prevail upon 
themselves to depart from the rule laid 
down Officially that they were to sell this 
produce. The officers in South Africa, 
finding the market closed against them, 
took this course—a course which would 
have seemed incredible if it were not 
attested by evidence, They decided to 
buy supplies on forward contracts from 


certain firms and also agreed to sell the 


same supplies to the same firms to 
enable them to carry out those contracts. 
I do not mean for a moment that all the 
stores that were sold were resold to us, 
but a great quantity of the stores that 
were sold by us were resold to us at 
greatly enhanced prices, and often 
without being moved from the places 
where the goods were stored. I will give 


'an illustration without mentioning the 


name of the firm. The British Govern- 


ment bought from this firm oats for 


60,090 horses at 17s. 117d. At the same 


| time we were selling them oats at ILls., 


which they handed again to us at 
17s. lld., without, in some cases, any 
change in the custody of the stores. 
That is anillustration. It was the same 
with other firms, it was the same with 
other articles, and it was done obviously 
and admittedly on a large scale. What 
'eecurs to one is why should not some- 
thing else have been done with these 
stores. There was the Repatriation De- 
partment, and the concentration camps 
had not been closed. Why was not the 
| material handed over to be used by the 
| Repatriation Department ? It was stated 
in evidence that Lord Milner refused to 
| allow this upon the ground, if you 
please, that it was not fair to the South 
| African merchants ? 








111 South Africa 


INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Is there any evidence of that 
statement ? 


Str ROBERT REID: Yes, there were 
two 
Committee, one of whom said he was 


present at the conversation, at which | 


Lord Kitchener and Colonel Morgan were 
also present, and heard the conversation. 
I am not affecting to treat it as a matter 


which has been established, but if it. 


were true, what does it mean? We are 
to find the money, to recruit the men 
who go out and risk their lives, we are 
the arsenal to find the materials, and yet 
the British taxpayer is not even to be 
cousidered to the extent of being allowed 
to use his own stores for his own pur- 
pose. A natural suggestion is, why 
should not these stores have been used 
by our troops? They were perfectly 
good stores, only the good ones were 
sold, the contracts provided that. It 


seems almost incredible that that course ' 


was not followed. Colonel Buist, the 
officer commanding the Army Service 
Corps in the ‘Transvaal, stated in 
evidence before the Committee (page 
993)— 

‘““We could have gone on issuing from our 
stocks perfectly well without a contractor.” 


And when asked— 


“* How did it strike you. . . that we should 
sell the Government supplies one day, and buy 
them back afterwards at an enhanced price?” 


Colonel Buist replied— 


“The only reason I could possibly think 
of was that they wanted to get into the 
contract system as soon as possible, and 
there was no ope in a position to contract ; 
local stuff was unprocurable, and the result 
was that they practically had to make 
contractors. I think that was the object. 
I think they wanted to slide from the old 
system and get into the contract system, and to 


do that it was necessary to make contractors | 


by selling them supplies.” 


Let us see what sort of contractors were 
made by this process. 
tions of several of them—one was a butcher 
by trade, a person of undesirable char- 
acter; another was a very difficult man 
to get money from; and another was a 


racing man who was somewhat addicted | 


to drink. These contractors, after they 
had got the goods, made large claims for 
refunds, and refunds were paid which, 


{COMMONS} 
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| were without equity or foundation, and 


if not three witnesses before the | 


These are descrip- | 
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Committee, 
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according to the Butler 
some of the transactions seem to be 
extraordinary. And all this time, while 
we were making contractors by selling 
them supplies, in order that they might 
resell them to us when we had 
abundance of stores, fresh cargoes kept 
pouring into South Africa—though not 
from Great Britain—to the end of 
November, 1902. Cargoes of oats were 
sent up from Durban, mostly to Pretoria, 
and when they got there they played 
their part in the making of contractors. 
In one case oats, coming, I believe, from 
Australia, were brought to Durban, the 
freight thither paid and the Customs 
dues, and then the railway charge from 
Durban to Pretoria was 1s. 10d. per 
100 Ibs.. and that was paid. What 
happened? The price realised for the 
cargo at Pretoria was Is. 6d. per 100|bs., 
4d. Jess than the railway rate from 
Durban to Pretoria! 


This is 
reading. 


very strange and painful 
I omit details, I only take 
broad facts; but I ask the House 
to fix its attention on the broad 
fact, and upon the proceedings and 
conduct of Ministers in connection with 
it. To sell stores to a man at low prices 
which he was to resell to us at high 
prices—how can that transaction be 
justified under any possible conditions ? 
It was a time when Ministers knew by 
former experience the necessity of 
Vigilance, and the transactions were upo ' 
a very large scale. The total expected 
to be realised by Lord Kitchener was 
b tween £6,000,000 and £7,000,000, and 
it can hardly be said that so large « 
transaction was beneath the notice of « 
Secretary of State. This system of sale 
and resale bore the badge of suspicion— 
I do not think I should be going too far 
if I s:id it bore upon it all the badges 
of fraud. It would have aroused sus- 
picion in most people. To buy at one 
price and to sell at a 50 per cent. lower 
price, and to be doing thit repeatedly 
and upon a large scale, was a transaction 


at the first inkling of which any man of 


business would prick up his ears and set 
about making the necessary invest'ge- 
tions. 

Well, all this time monthly returns 
were being made to the War Office. 
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There was an order on July 31st, 1902, 
that monthly returns should be sent 
stating the amount sold and the 
prices realised inthe month. That order 
was not obeyed after about the month of 
September, 1902. I do not find any 
steps or action taken by the War Office 
to insist upon those particulars being 


furn‘'shed in accordance with the order, | 


though there may have been other returns 
which came month by month. I gather 
that these were the cash and supply 
accounts; at all events, some materials 
came to the War Office. In April, 1903, 


Colonel Dunne, the Assistant Quarter- | 


mas‘er-General in London, was— 

“Amazed to find that they were using the 
contracts when they had such large stock on 
hand.”’ (p.498.) 

Colonel Dunne could not understand 
it, nor covld any one else. But 
there was no further action of any 
kind. 


{In October, 1903, the present Secre- 
tary for War took office, and the 
right hon, Gentleman told us last Friday 
that the day he became aware that any 
charge was levelled against the con- 


tractors he caused a Committee of inquiry | 
to be appointed. The right hon. Gentle- | 
man has also told us that it was in Janu- | 


ary, 1905, that he became of opinion that 
there ought to be a special inquiry, and 


then the Butler Committee was ap- | 
I think, however, there must | 


pointed. 


either be a lapse of memory on the part | 
of the right hon. Gentleman, or else he | 
puts a very different construction upon | 
facts to that which I myself put. I, 


should be inclined to say that from the 
very first day on which the present Secre- 
tary of State for War took office he must 
have known that there were grave cir- 
cumstances of suspicion in connection 
with these transactions in South Africa. 
Before October Ist, 1903, the War Office 
knew enough to telegraph to General 
Lyttelton— 

‘*Central supply account June last shows 
large sales of hay, bran, and meal to contractors 
and purchase of same class articles from same 
persons at higher prices.” 

I should have thought that pretty good 
proof that the War Office in September, 
1903, knew the substance of these 
transactions. The answer was to the 
fleet that this business saved money 
to the State. But the report which 
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| was asked for by post does not seem 
|to have been sent. It was quite 
| evident the War Office took a very serious 
| view of the business in 1903, because Sir 
| Fleetwood Wilson, head of the Finance 
| Department of the War Office, was called 
| to give evidence before the Public Ac- 
/counts Committee and he siid the first 

case of buying and selling by the same 
firm was taken up by the War Office in 
| September, 1903. Susp'cion was aroused 
'inhis mind that there might be something 
wrong and that things required furth:r 
investigation. He added that in Septem- 
ber, 1905, he first began to realise that 
it was a serious thing, and he added, in 
reply to the hon. and learned Member for 
South Longford, that he then knew of two 
out of three of the cases which figured in 
the Butler Report. Consequently, this 
information was available for the right 
hon. Gentleman the very day he entered 
the War Office. I do not for a 
/moment suppose the right hon. Gentle- 

man will say he was not informed of 
‘these things by his officers at the time. 
According to the statement of Sir Fleet- 
wood Wilson, from September, 1903, on- 
ward, they kept on inquiring, but it was 
not until December, 1604, that he thought 
inquiry was needed, the 
/reason being because, he said, all he 
‘could do was to look at and examine 
documents. He could not examine wit- 
nesses. After a period of sixteen months 
' the War Office came to the opinion that 


(a special 


| some inquiry shoul! be made by persons 
who could ask questions. Sir Fleetwood 
Wilson’s explanation of delay ought to 
be given in justice to him. He said 
considerable delay in al] cases in regard 
to South Africa was inevitable, and that 
six months was a perfectly reasonable 
time for elucidating one point. If this 
is the pace at which the War Office goes 
in regard to South Africa, all the more 
| necessity for a prompt and early inquiry 
| by some Select Committee. In September, 
| 1903, the War Office admittedly knew 
| quite enough to make the appointment 
of a competent inquiry necessary ; and 
ithere was no excuse for postponement 
‘until January, 1905. 


| But all this time other things were 
‘happening also. An action was brought 
| on in South Africa; and there were some 
| severe comments by the Chief Justice of 
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the Transvaal, and Colonel Morgan it did? Suppose any of our municipal- 


brought an action against The Times 
newspaper. My sympathies are not 
especially tender with regard to The 
Times, nor do I wish to say a word 
with regard to Colonel Morgan’s action ; 
but one danger of putting these things 
before the public in this way is that 
comment is so dangerous as to be 
impossible. All criticism is suspended 
by the peril of having to pay damages 
foran action. In March, 1904, the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General sent a query 
to the War Office containing quite a 
list of sales and repurchases from the 
same firm, but no answer was sent. This 
query referred to a former query of the 
year 1901-2, and therefore the knowledge 
of these things may be somewhat earlier 
than we suppose. 


© Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
The query of December, 1903, is still un- 
answered. 


Sir ROBERT REID: The first query 
was in December. 1903, and the other was 
in March, 1904. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I am wrong; 
there has been an answer to it. 


Sir ROBERT REID: The query of 
March, 1904, was unanswered in January, 
1905, and there was a later query in 1904, 
to which no answer was made. There 
was still a third query in 1904, and the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General asked to 
see the contract. T cannot understand 
what possible objection there could be to 
his see:ng the contract, but in his Report 
he says it had not yet been transmitted to 
his Department. Cn January 21st, 105, 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General 
published his Report; and it stated in 
substance the very same things which are 
stated over and over again in the Butler 
Report. Why was not a Committee 
appointed before? In December, 190:3, 
at least, the facts were known, but not 
till June, 1905, was any officer dismissed, 
censured, suspended, or relieved, and the 
same contractors were still being employed 
and no investigations of any competent 
character were made. Would any private 
firm carry on its business inthis manner ? 
Could it possibly exist outs‘de the Bank- 


ruptcy Court for more than six months if tion. In 


Sip Robert Reid. 


ities with whom we are so particular were 
to carry on business in this fashion, what 
should we say about it in the House of 
Commons? [| think I can hear the indig- 
nant rhetoric of hon. Gentlemen on both 
sides of the House. From September, 
1903, down to January, 1905, Sir Fleet- 
wood Wilson and the War Office were 
making a sort of internal examination, 
but they were powerless because they 
could not examine witnesses. Then Sir 
William Butler’s Committee was ap- 
pointed; and it lasted four or five 
months, It made only a partial Report ; 
and in substance all it said was known 
before, and now we are to have a Royal 
Commission. At first the Commission 
was not to have power to inquire on oath, 
or to procure documents, or to compel 
witnesses to attend, but under pressure 
of Questions the Government consented 
that those powers should be bestowed, 
which I think is perfectly right. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, K.): Only if the 
House is going to give them without pro- 


| longed controversy. 


Sir ROBERT REID: It is not for me 
to advise the Government, but if the 
Ministry put any difficulties in the way 
of the most complete and searching in- 
quiry it will not enhance its credit. | 
speak with the authority of a private 
Member only, but for my part I do not 
see the least reason for anticipating 
any difficulties in regard to the clauses 
to be inserted in the Bill provided 
they are of a usual and formal kind. 
I do not think the Government are at 
present in a position to force terms on 
the Opposition in regard to this matter. 
How long is this new Commission to 
take? They have an immense field to 
cover. They have many cases to inquire 
into, because we are told that at present 
we have not obtained nearly all the 
information upon all the cases of this 
character, and their sittings will last for 
six, twelve, or even eighteen months. Ii 
it proceeds at the same rate as Sir Fleet- 
wood Wilson estimated that the War 
Office proceeded it will last to eternity, 
or even beyond that, till a general elec- 
the meantime can anyone 
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suppose that this Royal Commission with 
the inquiries it has to make ought in the 
slightest degree to fetter the action of 
the House of Commons in dealing with 
the responsibility of Ministers? My only 
doubt is whether there is such a thing as 
the responsibility of Ministers. At one 
time the responsibility was real, and the 
penalties for neglect very severe, but that 
was in the olden days. We have left all 
that. Ministers are expected to make use 
of businesslike habits and to be com- 
petent and vigilant in the administration 
of their Departments; and when a matter 
of importance is raised and facts are 
brought to their knowledye they ought 
to make businesslike arrangements for 
the public and, above all, to safeguard 
the public against imposition. 

Ihave confined myself to a statement of 
the facts in this matter. I hove endea- 
voured to put my own view before the 
House, which is that the system under 
which this vast amount of stores was dis- 
posed of must be inexcusable and the delay 
in dealing with it equally inexcusable. I 
do not think the Government have been 
fair to the country or leyal to the House of 
Commons. Some of my hon. friends are 
sanguine that the House may be pre- 
pared to condemn these transactions. I 
do notin the least entertain any such 
idea, for whatever may be the state of 
efficiency of the War Office, there is no 
doubt about the efficiency of the Depart- 
ment over which the Patronage Secretary 
presides. The right hon. Gentleman has 
introduced a system of discipline into 
this House whichis unknown in any 
Continental army, and that is the reason 
for my apprehension that, notwithstand- 
ing the plain character of the transactions 
to which I have been referring, the 
majority of the House will, as they have 
done so often before, again shield the 
Adininistration from the just displeasure 
of the country. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the conduct of His Majesty’s 
Government in connection with the 
supply and disposal of Stores and the 
Sules and Refunds to Contractors in South 
Africa at the end of the war, and their 
failure to inquire promptly into and deal 
with those transactions, deserve the 
censure Of this House.”—(Sir Robert 
Reid.) : 
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Mr. BRODRICK: In rising to reply to 
the indictment of the hon. and learned 
Member, I desire to notice at the outset 
the moderate terms in which his speech 
has been framed and his obvious desire to 
restrict himself to a fair consideration of 
the position, excluding so far as he could 
the consideration of those cases which 
will shortly come within the purview of 
the Royal Commission. But, Sir, I hope 
the House will not forget that no 
moderation in language can blink the 
fact that this indictment is a Motion of 
censure on the Government on matters 
on which the Government have never 
been heard, on the Report of an in- 
quiry which has reflected upon men 


who were never called to give evi- 
dence before the Committee. Sir 


William Butler’s Committee has dealt in 
very trenchant language with a number 
of cases of officers. Some of them have 
been called before the Committee, but I 
am not sure whether others have; and 
theCommittee have indulgedin reflections, 
which found their way into the speech of 
the hon. and learned Gentleman this 
afternoon, on the conduct of the Govern- 
ment. Why have we, who were always 
available to give evidence, never been 
allowed to place before Sr William 
Butler’s Committee and the country— 
[Opvvostrion laughter.] Th’s is not a 
laughing matter. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): You appointed the 
Committee. Why do you complain 2 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman think that the Secretary 
of State who appointed Sir William 
Butler’s Committee, could also dictate 
what evidence was to be called? Is it 
his view, after such a long experience of 
administration, that on appointing a 
Committee you should proceed to tell 
the Chairman what witnesses he should 
call? ‘This is a serious indictment, and 
I am on my defence before the House on 
the charge of alleged incapacity and want 
of supervision. [Oppostrion cheers.| 
Reserve those cheers till you have heard 
the facts. I have never been asked to 
give one single word of evidence in answer 
to the case, and I have never been allowed 
a single opportunity of stating my 
in this House or elsewhere. 
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It is not rational that we should be dis- 
cussing here a portion of the case which 
should be left to the Royal Commission. 
I do not believe there is a precedent for 
such a proceeding in the history of this 
House. There is no date in these trans- 
actions which I welcome so much as | 
do this afternoon, when I can come 
forward before the House; and I say 
that so far, as was suggested by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite, from its 
being our desire to shelter ourselves 
behind the Commission, ovr anxiety is 
that all these questions should be ex- 
amined, and promptly examined, that 
the evidence which I shall bring before 
the House of Commons this aiternoon 
should also go before the Commission, 
and that every person who can be 
brought to account should be pun'shed. 


T have in the last few days had access 
to documents, and I can see perfectly 
clearly why it will be impossible for me 
to mention names and to bring the 
action of individuals before the House. 
{t is obviously clear that such a course 
on my part would be most improper. 
But, on behalf of the Government, I 
undertake to make as full a disclosure 
as it is in my power tomake. The hon. 
and learned Gentleman said that nobody 
is imputing to us any sympathy with 
fraud, but indifference to the waste of 
public money. Who could suppose 
that anv Minister would be indifferent to 
the waste of public money? Is it to our 
advantage or to the advantage of anvone 
that the Estimates should be swelled. that 
the difficulties of the Chance!lor of 
the’ Exchequer should ;be increased ? 
Nobody, not even the _ bitterest 
antagonist, can impute to us any in- 
difference as to the waste of public money. 


The suggestion now is that we have been 
slow in following up the irregularities, 
I will endeavour to show the House whit 
the condition was in South Africa when 
these arrangements were made, what the 
extent of the losses might have been, 
what steps we took to prevent the 
country being flooded with supplies, what 
arrangements we made for their disposal, 
what was the supervision we attempted, 
and, in such cases as came before us, 
what were the penalties we inflicted. 
The hon. and learned Member made a 
statement as to the number of horses 


M,. Brodrick. 
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and men in South Africa at the close of 
the war. He said that there were 
327,000 men to be fed, 268,010 horses, 
and there were 19,000 officers as well. 
In addition, we had to provide for 
116,000 people in concentration camps, 
For all these people we had been keeping 
up, according to their numbers, for nearly 
two years a constant supply and a reserve 
for four months. In view of the great 
dispersion of the troops that reserve had 
got even beyond a four months supply, 
The war terminated on May 31st, and on 
July 8th, when the reserve stood at its 
highest, there were seven months supply 
of breadstuffs, five months of wheat. 
stuffs, seven months of preserves, tliree 
and-a-half months of hay, and three and- 
a-half months of grain. 


Str ROBERT REID: For all 
number 2 


that 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes. From that 
date the supply began to decrease. As 
the hon. and learned Member said, the 
last supply ship left this country on 
July 5th. Tassert that any commission 
or committee of business men who went 
into the attempts made to reduce these 
contracts and to account for them, would 
claim that my noble friend acted 
promptly in this respect and did every- 
thing a man could do in order, without 
loss, to cancel contracts which were 
running to provide supplies for this vast 
number of people. We cancelled at 
some loss very nearly all the contracts 
in this country, and if we could have 
cancelled all those that came from abroad 
we would have done so on similar terms. 
But we could-not. We were subject to 
foreign law ; we were subject to the fact 
that freights had been taken up already, 
and we found that in many cases one- 
half or three-fourths of the sum which 
we would have to pay would have been 
lost if we had not allowed the contracts 
to be carried out. We, therefore, felt 
that it was better in these cases to allow 
the contracts to go forward, I am not 
going to attempt to follow out in detail 
any of these special contracts to-day. 
All I say here is that although Tf declare 
that there never was brought to my 
notice that a system of dual purchase, or 
buving from and selling to the same 
contractor, was about to be set on foot, 
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and that if I had known that it had been | him by Colenel Morgaa which is to be 
set on foot, the duty of financial criticism | found in Question 5101, in which Colonel 


would have been placed on some one, 
and any such contract would have been | 
dealt with personally, and certainly never 
allowed to pass, it has been as a matter 
of fact assumed that all these supplies 
which were in South Africa at the close 
of the war have been sold, That is not 
the case. 

The hon. and learned Member alluded 
to the case of oats. There is any 
amount to be said about the contracts 
made in reference to oats. As a matter 
of fact the cost of the oats landed 
in South Africa from this country after 
the war was 20s. per quarter, and the 
oats were sold, in South Africa for 35s. 
per quarter, Although I am well aware, 
irom circumstances recently brought out, 
that some contractors bought from us 
at a figure and sold to us at a higher 
figure, it must be remembered, in all fair- 
ness to those who transacted the business, 
that the amount bought was small com- 
pared with the amount sold. In other 
words, the contractors bought in Pretoria 
15,000,600 Ib. of oats and they sold back 
to the Army 3,000,000 Lb. of oats, having 
to dispose of the other 12,000,090 Ib. to 
private buyers. If we had sold £100,000 
worth of stuff and bought it agun for 
£150,00) we should have made a very 
heavy loss, but if we sold £500,000 worth 
and bought £109,000 worth at an in- 
creased price it might still have been a 
bargain; subject to the fact that these 
contracts, except with one or two Te- 
markable exceptions, were made from 
the sale of good and bad alike, I say 
it might have been a_ perfectly fair 
and useful commercie! transaction. 


| beg the earnest attention of the House 
to a very grave mistake which figures 
in the speech of the hon. and learned 
Member and in the Report of Sir 
William Butler’s Committee which I 
should like, if I can, to dispel from the 
minds of hon. Members. And that is an 
exaggerated idea as to the loss which the 
country May have sustained from these 
transactions, Lord Kitchener sent a tele- 
gram on June 18th in which he roughly 
estimated that the money involved in 


Morgan said— 


“‘ Lord Kitchener sent that telegram, and I 
did not see it until afterwards, but he asked me 
then to make an estimate of what I thought 
the surplus things would fetch, and I think I 
estimated about £8,000,000. He said, ‘Do you 
expect to get that? If you got half I should 
think you would do very well.’” 


I cite that for the purpose of pointing 
out that this was a rough-and-readv 
estimate. Now what deduction was it 
subject to? Lord Kitchener then did not 
know and could not know the amount of 
sales to Lord Milner that would be agreed, 
as they were agreed a month later for 
£1,400,000. Lord Kitchener on June 
18th, when he sent that telegram, was 
under the impression that local con- 
tracts for supplies would very shortly 
be brought into working. He put for- 
ward these contracts on May 25th for 
approval; he put them forward again 
on June 3rd, and he pressed us on June 
10th, and evidently believed that before 
long, having sold a gyod deal of our own 
surplus stores, which he well knew to 
be deteriorating in the open—because, 
save medical comforts and a few others 
of all this vast amount which had to be 
landed in South Africa and held in 
readiness for the troops, there was not 
a single pound housed under shelter—I 
say that Lord Kitchener with that 
knowledge contemplated early sales and 
local contracts, but those contracts were 
not begun for seven months, and after 
those seven months three months more 
of perishable supplies were received, the 


whole of which came out of the 
| £6,000,000 or £7,000,000 which Lord 
Kitchener roughly estimated. Again, 


Lord Kitchener was under the impres- 
sion, and well might be, that the concen- 
tration camps would be broken up very 
rapidly. But, as a matter of fact, as the 
hon. and learned Member stated, those 
camps were kept.on for nearly another 
six months, and we had to provide all 
these people in their own homes with 
food and necessaries, and we had also to 
supply food and necessaries for the 
25,00) Boers who were repatriated dur- 
ing the next eight months. All these 


these sales might amount to £5,0)0,000 | C&M in. 140,000 men t> be fed for 


| 
or £7,009,000. That was based oa a 
suggestion or a rough estimate made to | 


eigit months came in as a deduction 
from Lord Kitchener's estimate. 
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Then there was the question of de- | 
terloration, which even a man of Lord | 


Kitchener’s great knowledge and organis- 
ing power, sitting at Pretoria, could not 
possibly estimate in connection with 
these 150 or 160 supply depots left out 
in the open throughout the whole of the 
Transvaal and Orange River Colonies. 
What are the figures? I give them to 
the House with every reserve, but if they 
should have, as I believe they will, the 
effect of convincing the public that an 
amount of great public concern as to 
millions of loss has been altogether un- 
reasonably incurred and that the trans- 
actions are on a totally different scale, 
I think at least the labour bestowed on 
them will not have been in vain. It is 
impossible to give absolutely accurate 
figures. I give the best I can. I give 
what the War Office has been able to 
work out on the returns sent them from 
South Africa. But be it observed no man 
can say the precise cost of each of these 
lots of provisions; you cannot tell dis- 
tinctly when they were landed or to what 
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and having access to all the official 
Papers, did not make some computation 
of this kind, such as I have made in the 
few days which have intervened since the 
Report of the Committee came into my 
hands? Why, these being the facts, 


' have they led the public of this country 


particular landing they belonged, or 


where they came from. All I can say is 
this: the actual sales to the public which 
are the subject of the inquiry by Sir 
William Butler’s Committee realised in 
all £718,000. The actual cost of these 
articles taken at the contract price at 
which they were being received at Wool- 
wich (I will say a word about freight 
afterwards) was £1,028,000. The loss on 
that account was £310,000. What may 
I add for freight? Ihave done my best; 
I have taken authority and I have gone, 
I believe, to the extreme limit when I add 


to think, by continual iteration, that the 
loss was due to inefficiency and lack of 
supervision? Why did they not temper 
their criticism by allusion to facts to 
proof of which they had ready access and 
into which they were appointed to in- 
quire ? 

I have endeavoured to give the House 
the figures as I have received them. 
Now let me say what steps the War Oflice 
took day by day. Do not let it be 
quoted against me that a loss of £100,000 
or £50,000 took place through inefficient 
supervision. I do not depreciate the 
amount, and I say it was our duty to 
exercise supervision, but I shall 
prove that we have exercised such 
supervision as had never been exer- 
cised over any Army in the field before, 
either in this or any other country, 
The war ended on May 3lst. On June 2nd 
I met my right hon. friend the late Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies, and with his 


‘concurrence appointed a Committee for 


the purposes of repatriation and sale of 
stores to the Colonial Government. That 
Committee met on June4th and it included 
Lord Onslow for the Colonial Office and 
my noble friend the Postmaster-General 


‘for the War Office, with an officer of each 


a quarter of the whole value for freight. | 


That would add another £250,000 to the 
sum. ‘Therefore you arrive at this result. 
The stores sold cost us something like 
£1,270,000, the money made by them 
was £718,000. The loss due to those 
stores, which had in some cases not only 
travelled to South Africa, but in most 
cases had been in the open and carried 
about to every part of South Africa, was 
about 40 per cent. of the value. That 
is the whole extent of the less which we 
are discussing so far as I can possibly 
make it out. Have I not some right, 
on behalf of the Government, to ask 
this question, why Sir William 
Butler’s Committee, having the oppor- 
tunity of calling officials before them, 


Mr. Brodrick 


Department. Lord Milner was  tele- 
graphically approached on June 4th, and 
the whole question of the distribution 
and sale of stores to Lord Milner was 
settled by July 18th by this Committee. 
We induced Lord Milner to take over all 


stores he could accept; and yet Sir 


William Butler’s Committee, in para- 


graph 44 of their Report, say— 

“They cannot refrain from adding that they 
have never been able to understand why a 
method of meeting all the civil and military 
requirements at the end of the war was not 
adopted, handing over to the Repatriation 
Department the whole surplus Army stock at 
a joint valuation. his simple stroke-of-the- 
pen administrative method between two Depart- 
ments of the State would, the Committee 
think, have saved much money and placed an 


|etlective barrier against the various activities 
| alluded to in this Report.” 


They were not able to understand ! Very 
probably they were not. Why ? Because 
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they had my noble friend the Postmaster- 
General, Lord Onslow, the late Secretary 
of State for the Colonies, and myself 
within easy reach, but they never asked 
us a question before they engaged in this 
damaging crusade, before they made this 
attack which is not sustainable by any 
jot or tittle of evidence. 


Then we are attacked because local 
contracts were made. I have told the 
House already why local contracts were 
originally proposed by Lord Kitchener. 
The Committee call attention to the fact 
that on June 38rd Lord Kitchener 
recommended a system of local contract, 
and that— 

“The War Office do not appear to have 
approved these general principles for some 
days.” 

This is indeed an indictment. We 
did take some days to consider when, 
how, and where local contracts for 4 
supply of an Army of 300,00) should 
begin. I think we were wise in taking 
time for consideration; and we sent 
orders that seven months supply should 
be kept up of perishable and ten months 
supply of non-perishable stores, and we | 
arranged that local contracts should not | 
begin until January Ist of the following | 
year, and we hedged round these con- | 
tracts by every conceivable barrier we | 
could. [hope the House will not mind 
my reading the actual telegrams. I do 
not think they have seen the light, and I 
think they should be known. On July 
sist we telegraphed to the General 
Officer Commanding at Pretoria— 
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is thought they should continue to be utilised 
as far as possible till expended, subject to 
running no risk of deterioration by keeping.” 

The General Officer replied on August 
27th— 

“Three months supply of articles mentioned 
will be retained. Procedure indicated in last 
part of your telegram is precisely that which 
is being followed.” 

Those were the orders. The situation on 
July 31st was this. We had sold to 
Lord Milner all the stores he could take. 
General Lyttelton had received orders 
that sales were to proceed at not below 
fixed prices, and returns were to be 
rendered monthly. The question is— 
how were our orders carried out? What 
supervision did we maintain? It was the 
misfortune rather than the faultof the hon. 
and learned Member that he had not seen 
evidence on this point; he would have 
seen it if it had been in the Report. He 
says, © You asked these men to carry out 
work for which you gave them no addi- 
tional staff, you threw upon them labour 
they could not be expected to perform.” 
Something of this kind the hon. and 
learned Member said, and he is justified 
by a paragraph in the Report of the 
Committee, which says— 

“Tt appears to the Committee that a great 
error was made in not having sent to South 
Africa at the conclusion of the war a specially- 
trained selected officer of high rank and a 
small but very capable staff of civil and military 
officials, who would have taken in hand the 
entire business of winding up the war, dispos- 
ing of surplus stock by sale or by shipment to 
England, and, generally speaking, replacing 
the haphazard and always wasteful ways of 
war by regular methods of peace administra 





“Send by mail full report of action taken as 
to disposal of surplus stocks of supply, showing 
what reserves proposed to retain. Cable brief 
reply. Render monthly reports by mail of 
pen and amounts realised.” 


The General Officer replied— 


“Reference to supplies. Sold to general 
public at actual cost plus percentage referred 
to in paragraph 7 of allowance regulations, 
plus Customs dues, plus civil railway rates. 
Will report fully by post as to sale and results. 
Reserves are being maintained for all troops 
to December 31st, and for sixty days additional 
of unperishable stores.” 


On August 18th we telegraphed— 


“It is thought three months reserve of 
meat, biscuits, flour, rum, lime juice, groceries, 
and medical comforts should be maintained in 
South Africa on account of time required to 
obtain them from England. Piease reconsider 
the matter. Unless surplus supplies can be 
sold at prices to prevent any loss whatever, it 


| tion,” 
| 

| Well, [challenge those remarks, which I 
isay were made without calling the 
| Quartermaster-General or any of the 
( Officials who might have proved differ- 
ently. We knew there would be pres- 
sure in winding up the war; and 
| the moment that peace negotiations took 
|a favourable turn my noble friend and I 
fengaged, under contract to go out to 
| South Africa to assist in these operations, 
some 600 additional capable clerks, 
These, between 500 and 690 in number, 
left England within a few days of the 
declaration of peace, and were available 
for a year’s service in winding up affairs 
and dealing with a vast mass of docu- 
ments. We are told we ought to have 
|sent out specially-trained officers ; 
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but where were they to come from? 
The whole Army Service Corps was in 
South Africa, and of about 350 officers 
some 250 were on active service. These 
men were conversant with the work, 
they knew where the supplies were, they 
could judge of deterioration, they had 
the whole work at their finger ends 
Were we to replace them with men who 
had not that knowledge and experience, 
who did not know where the 150 depots 
were, who did not know what they con- 
tained and what was the effect of the 
South African climate? Why, if we had 
done this, if we had supplanted them by 
civilians accustomed to buy and sell in 
times of peace, we should have done 
much to bring about failure and 
have acted in the face of Lord 
Kitchener’s advice, who on the spot had 
chosen men to deal with these stores, I 
venture to say we should haye laid our- 
selves open to the gravest censme for 
disregarding the advice of the man to 
whom we were continually urged to give 
a free hand in that very department of 
the service in which he was well known 
to be the greatest master. Did we 
supervise the operations, or did we leave 
them to take their chance ? 


* Tam sorry tosay I shall have to trouble 
the House for a few moments with another 
part of the case. The hon. and learned 
Member says I had warnings during the 
continuation of the war. Ihad, and was 
not likely to forget them. When a man has 
had to deal, as I had, with case after case 
of officers who had failed in the field, he 
will know there is no more ungrateful 
task; and when Le has had to deal 
with officers who had not necessarily 
been guilty of corruption, but had failed 
in judgment, and whose errors had cost 
the country large sums, he is not likely 
to forget the lesson, It is easy to talk 
about these matters here in Parliament, 
but when you come to penalise an officer 
who under pressure of work made con- 
tracts that involved a loss of many 
thousands to the country, you have 
against you all the good-intentioned 
sympathy of h’s superiors, and you have 
to full back, as I had to fall back on my 
colleagues and ask whether I should or 
should not impose the penalty of leaving 
the service upon officers who had lacked 
udgnent but not honesty. I had a body 
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of auditors in July, 1902, auditing all the 
ordinary stores accounts, and that was 
quite enough to put me in touch with the 
necessity of not allowing those long delays 
upon which the hon, and learned Gentle- 
man spoke so eloquently and forcibly, 
The hon. and learned Member pointed 
out that it would take six months to 
get an answer from South Africa and 
that it was impossible to carry on busi- 
ness in that fashion. What did we do ¢ 
We asked the Treasury in November, 
1902, to incur the very large cost of 
sending out a special audit staff to South 
Africa in order to audit on the spot the 
whole of the accounts that were coming 
in, and in that way to get rid of the 
difficulty of sending queries to and from 
England, and so having to wait for 
months before a decision was come to. 
We did not stop there. We asked the 
Treasury to use its influence with the 
Comptroller and Auditor-General himself, 
the oflicer of this House, the man who 
is there not merely to check irregu- 
larities in our accounts, but to check 
irregularities on the part of the War 
Office auditors, to send out also a staff 
of auditors in January, 1903. These two 
sets of auditors were sitting in the build- 
ings adjoining the buildings in which 
the whole of these transactions took 
place, having been sent there for the 
purpose of keeping a watch over the 
accounts, 


Now [ shall anticipate the question 
—Why did you not get a_ report 
from these auditors sooner than Septem- 
ber, 1905, the date mentioned by the 
hon. and learned Gentleman? The fact 
is that I had brought to my notice in 
December, 1902, that there was difficulty 
about the canteen department in South 
Africa. T mention this transaction for 
three purposes; firstly, because I want 
to bring it within the purview of the 
Royal Commission; secondly, because I 
want to show the steps that were taken 
by the Government at home ; and thirdly, 
because I want to do justice to the 
auditors who went out and who might 
otheiwise be accused of not having looked 
after the business they were sent specially 
to do, The canteens are stores which 
are run for the benefit of the soldiers by 
the officers. The profits go to the soldiers 
or the regiment. The canteens have 
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always been run under the control of the 
General Officer Commanding. Lord 
Kitchener instituted a system of 
regimental field force canteens in South 
Africa. They provided for the soldier 
during the period of the war a great 
number of necessaries which he was 
prepared to purchase, and which were in 
excess of the official list. The profits 
shown in December, 1902, were over 
£700,000. T thought it my duty to call 
the attention of the Commander-in-Chief 
to these enormous profits and to ask, 
although they were not Government 
funds, whether he was satisfied with the 
manner in which it was proposed to use 
these profits. The whole Army was 
coming back from South Africa and all 
sorts of questions arose as to whether 
the regiments should take their share of 
the profits away with them—whether 
the money should be used in South Africa 
or taken for regimental purposes at 


home. A telegram was sent to General 
Lyttelton asking him among other 
particulars what large services were 


charged to the canteen fund, and what 
the balance of the fund was at that date. 
The answer which we received from 
Pretoria was a Very unsatisfactory one. 
I directed Mr. Flynn, the auditor who 
went out in December, 1902, to address 
himself to a review of the canteen funds. 
i got his report in July, 1905. Mr. 
Flynn estimated that owing to the 
enormous purchases made since the con- 
clusion cf the war by those responsible, 
an avoidable loss to the extent of 
between £250.00) and £500,000 had 
occurred. He reported that the mistake 
referred to began when a certain officer 
took over the charge and ended when 
that officer left. He pointed out that 
that officer employed a relation of his 
own and a relation of another officer who 
was also in charge. He made reflections 
on both officers for having employed 
relations in direct contravention of the 
regulations for the management of these 
supplies. Just before I left office l urged 
that both of these officers should be 
brought before a Court-martial. Lard 
toberts sent the papers to a particular 
authority, and after both of the ott cers 
had been heard it was decided that no 
(ourt-martial would be held, though a 
grave error of judgment had been com- 
mitted, and we were forced to leave that 
VOL. CXLVIIL. [Fourrn Sertes.] 
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case with the censure of the officers by the 
Commander-in-Chiet. I think that case 
ought to come within the purview of 
the RoyalCommission. I mentioned this 
case also because it may be in some degree 
a reason why the auditors never came 
upon the question of dual contract until 
September, 1903, two or three days before 
I left the War Office. I have already 
condemned this system. I have already 
told the House that I cannot attempt. 
speaking with a Commission impending, 
to state who were, in my opinion, re- 
sponsible for these mistakes, tut IT am 
bound to say that this system was known 
to certain persons in the War Office in 
September, 1903, and was never made 
known to my noble friend, or myself, or 
to my right hon. friend who succeeded 
me. It is a question for the Commission 
to settle where the responsibility for that 


les. 


I will endeavour to make my story 


as brief as [I can with regard to the 
question of returns. Certain returns 
were ordered, These returns were 


not tendered up to September, 1902. 
I think I have reason to complain 
that this subject is still in doubt before 
the House. We appointed Sir William 
Butler’s Committee, and what does it 
sav? It savs that these returns were 
noticed in a Departmental Minute. The 
fact that they were not rendered was 
known. Why do we not know to 
whom they were known? Why was not 
the responsibility fixed by Sir William 
Butler’s Committee? He had all the 
facts before him; he had the Papers be- 
fore him; and he had the names before 
him. Why was not a fuli disclosure made 
on a subject which he knew to be vital. 
and which he said was vital, for the 
discovery of the whole of these 
transactions? Why did not he follow 
it up when he had got the full facts be- 
fore him? Why were we never told 
about this? Why was the hon. and 
learned Gentleman allowed to get up 
and state that there was no supervision, 
in ignorance of the fact that there were 
audit officers of the War Office and of 
the Comptroller and Auditor-Genera! ? 
Why were all these facts kept back in 
this Report? Why were we not told one 
word of these things ? 
E 
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Sir ROBERT REID: I am most! hush up malpractices of this character ? 
reluctant to interrupt the right hon. | Itis not the fact that the laxity which 


Gentleman. 


Julv 3lst had not been complied with, | 
which these questions have arisen is the 


and I said also that there were evidently 
other sources of informat'on before the 
War Office which I conjectured to be the 
cash account and the supply account. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I recognise that, 
but it does not affect mv point. There 
were returns sent to the Quartermaster- 
General showing that at one moment 
there were 200 days supplies, and that 
at the next moment there were 180 days 
supplies, but the returns we wanted, and 
the returns I ordered, were 
showing the persons concerned in the 


transactions. These were the returns 
which were not rendered. [An Hoy. 
MEMBER: Why not?] These are the 
returns which were noticed in the 
War Office Minute. These are the 
returns which Sir William Butler 
says, and I believe rightly says, 
would have gone to stop a 
process which we all regret. [An Hoy. 


MemBer: Did you know they were not 
rendered 4] I only ask for a full dis- 
closure. I have not been heard. I never 
was allowed to come before the Com- 
mittee. But why did not Sir William 
Butler with these facts before him give 
us what we wanted—a full disclosure on 
the one hand, and a judicial finding in 
the measured language of the bench ? 
Why in place of that havé we been 
treated only to vague suspicions secured 
hy methods of melodrama. I have 
detailed what occurred in this matter up 


to the very date at which I left the War | 


Office, and T have shown that in spite of 
the most complete and rigorous precau- 
tions no suggestions of any of these facts 
were brought to our notice so that we 
could deal with them, 


The hon. and __ learned 
impeaches my right hon. friend for 
aaving neglected the business when 
he became responsible. I think his 
statement was prejudiced in a manner 
create a most unfair impression. 


Member 


to 


What motive does the hon. and learned 
Gentleman imagine that my right hon. 
friend could have in a matter in which he | 
is not really responsible for obscuring | 
these issues and pursuing the course he 


5} stg 2 
suggests ! 


Was it to his interest to 


{ said that the order of | the hon. and learned Gentleman speaks 


of took place. The chief contract on 


Mever contract. That contract was re- 
ceived in the War Office in November, 1903. 


It was referred to South Africa for ex- 
/ amination, and the answer came in April, 


returns | 


1904. It was sent to the Auditor-General 
in April, 1! 04, and apparently the Auditor- 
General accepted the local explanations 
—erroneously as we think--which were 
given of the manner in which the 
contract was entered into. Therefore, in 
this case this contract, which we all feel 
to have been undesirable, was cleared by 
the auditor in the War Office and 


| apparently passed by the Comptroller 


and Auditor-General. The second case 
was the Stepney refund, which originally 


escaped the notice of the auditor in the 


War Office. On June 2nd. 1904, the 
| Exchequer and Audit Department wes 
aware of it. The South African 
authorities were consulted. They cor- 


responded with those responsible who 


had come back to this country. My 
right hon, friend got the facts in 
full for the first time in his po:- 
session on Lecember 17th last vear. 
Sir William Butler’s Committee was 


appointed on January 17th this year. 


I do not think that, in appointing 
Sir William Butler, my right hon. 
friend showed any desire to appoint 
a passionate partisan. If there 
anyone who has to complain — that 
Sir William Butler’s Report has bee. 
placed before this House in an incom- 


Is 


| plete state, and ina hurry, and without 


lall the evidence having been taken, 
‘surely it is those of us who have 
been reflected upon by that Re- 
|port; the officers whose characters 
have suffered in every newspaper 
in the Kingdom, and who may yet 


be able in many instances to right them- 
selves before a real judicial inquiry. [ 
think it is quite possible that Sir William 
Butler, in making that Report in the 
language he did, thought he was oily 


' dwelling on the malpractices of certain 


contractors. I think it is quite possible 
that it never occurred to him that such a 
Report, so obviously lacking in all that 


/goes to make a fair starting point for 
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Parliamentary discussion, would have 
been seized upon by the Opposition, and 
that it would have been used for the 
purpose of prejudicing a judicial de- 
cision—[OpposttIon cries of “Oh” ]—by 
a Party attack in which the hon. and 
learned Member has not been able entirely 
to keep himself free, as he tried to do, 
from attacks on the officers in question. 
What is the use of telling the House that 
Mr. MeGee was a drunkard, or some other 
person was a man of low character who 
iormed a company to whom the contract 
was given in South Africa by officers whose 
conduct would not come under the review 
of His Majesty’s Government for many 
months afterwards. What is the use of 
doing that and then saying, * [am making 
no accusations against these officers; [ 
confine myself entirely to the responsi- 
bility of Ministers.” But that is what 
the hon. and learned Gentleman has 
been forced into by the unfortunate and 
anomalous position in which he finds 
himself this afternoon. I savif that part 
of the argument is good; if we are to 
blame, we are to blame only on this 
geound that in every department of 
life we must trust somebody. If we 
take the best advice we can; if we 
tuke Lord Kitchener’s advice; if we 
surround officers with a competent staff 
and a large body of auditors, and have 
auditors to audit these auditors, and if 
all we have done is to commit our 
fortunes to men who for two and a-half 
years had proved themselves efficient in 
dealing with supplies for an Army of 
250,000 men—I put it to this House 
that we have exercised due supervision 
and due vigilance. I know it may be 
siid that the Secretary of State is 
responsible for the action or inaction of 
all, even the least of those employed in 
his Department. I do not want to put 
off from myself one atom of respon- 
sibility; but any man who controls an 
office which is in receipt of 4,000 letters 
a day, who has hundreds of clerks for 
auditing millions and tens of millions of 
pounds in two and a-half vears, is 
bound to have confidence in those who 
had served him well before under 
stringent regulations and had _ proper 
authority to represent him. Who will 
stand up in this House and say that 
vou can pin the individual responsibility 
of the Secretary of State for any two 
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or three failures of judgment, or even in 
duty, amongs thos: subordinates who 
had been supporting him for two or 
three years, and had been representing 
him in all these capacities. 


Now, I cannot help feeling some degree 
of indignation that we have not been 
allowed a better opportunity than we 
have had of meeting these accusations 
before the public had formed, as I think, 
an entirely false impression of them. I 
have a special feeling myself on this- 
matter on these grounds. I ventured 
just now to say that the operations 
which the Minister for War has to carry 
out during the progress of a campaign 
are probably the most ungrateful that 
can fall to the lot of any man. I came 
to the War Office in the middle of great 
trouble, when the war had been going on 
for more than a year, and when every- 
body believed that it was coming to an 
end, The best proof of that was that 
the whole machinery of war was being 
checked ; and I had to set it going again; 
and keep it going for another year anda 
half. I think that we may boast at 
least that during all that time Lord 
Kitchener did not complain of our efforts 
to keep him supplied. But during that 
time we had endless troubles of this kind 
to meet. As stated just now, there 
were auditors for the stores in the 
Ordnance Department. I found that 
the demands from Cape Town for 
ordnance equipment were on an un- 
precedented scale. I called Lord 
Kitchener's attention to these demands 
and sent out Sir Fleetwood Wilson 
as his financial adviser. Lord Kitchener 
eventuilly reduced these demands very 
largely and instituted an inquiry through 
Sir Fleetwood Wilson which showed that 
the buying and selling of these officers had 
been unwise, and that the loss to the 
public had amounted to many thousands 
of pounds. His Majesty’s Government 
were accused of laxity in these 


matters. That telegram first stopped 
that sort of thing all over South 
Africa. These officers were sent home, 


and the usual course was _ pursued 
in regard to them. The good nature of 
every man who could be brought to bear 
was brought to bear on me to say alter 
the inquiry that these officers had been 
proved to be incompetent, no doubt—L 
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could read Lord Roberts’ own Minute on 


the subject—but that they had not been | 
proved to be dishonest, and that they 
should not be debarred from being em- | 
ployed. The view I took, after consult- | 
ing my colleagues and adequate legal | 
authority, was that in high positions | 
connected with the Ordnance Department. | 


the country had a right to expect some- 
thing beyond honesty; that they had a 
right to expect capacity; and that-men 
should not place themselves in such a 
position as to bring well-merited criticism 
and discredit upon the department to 
which they belong. I believe that is the 
only single cecasion on whichona military 
question T over-ruled the whole of my 
military advisers at the War Office. I 
had behind me the pressure of men of the 
highest character who urged that these 
officers should be re-employed in various 


commands at home; but I insisted that | 


the senior officer should be put on re- 


t red pay, and that the second officer | 


should be told that he would never be 
promoted in any capacity. I mention 
these facts because I am indignant that, 
inevery single point of this character that 
has been brought forward, having taken 


the unpopular line—you may say the | 


evere line, but which I believe was the 
just and necessary Jine—it is assumed, 
forsooth, when I never had an oppor- 
tunity of saving a word in my own 
defence—that I should have carried out 
the course which the the hon. and learned 
Gentleman suggests, for laxity and 
neglect, and want—I think he said—ot 
due regard to the important interests 
that were committed to me. 


What were the circumstances not only of 
myself, but of my right hon. friend, and 
of nearly every man inthe War Office at 
that time? I went there in November, 
1900, and left in October, 1903. I can 
honestly say that for the first two years 
I wasat the War Office, when the war was 


going on, and when we were winding up | 


the war, I never had one day’s holiday. 
[ rarely left London more than a few 
hours at a time. I was constantly on 
these benches in this House answering 
questions or defending my Department 
from two o’clock p.m. until midnight ; 


after having been engaged the whole | 


morning either in Cabinet Council or in 


Mr. Brodrick. 


{COMMONS} 


} shire, 





(Sules and Refunds). 


156 


Committees. And on more than two o1 
three days of the week T returned to the 
War Office after midnight and remained 
there till the early hours of the morning. 
IT am sure the hon, and learned Gentle- 
man will understand the feeling of 
man who has spent every ounce of his 
power in the service of the oflice to 
which he was proud to belong, when 
he is accused of want of supervision and 
want of due regard to the interests 
committed to him. Iremember on these 
very subjects Lord Kitchener, when he 
came home, desired to have conferences 
with me on all the eventsthat had been 
going on during all the eighteen mouths 
in which we had been corresponding 
before he came he me. I devoted every 


‘hour I could to him before he left 
| England, but he found it so im- 
possible to get uninterrupted — con- 
versation with me that on many 
occasions he asked me to meet him 


before nine o’clock in the morning, and 
[did so. I can only say this—that so 
far from I, or any one of mv colleagues, 
having anything to conceal in regard 
to these matters, T have made a clean 
breast of all that had taken place during 
my time at the War Office to the House 
this afternoon. I invite inquiry into 
every single transaction; and I wish for 
nothing better than that every Minute 
I ever wrote should be placed before 
Parliament. IT say that without doubt 
or hesitation, but with absolute conviction 
that the inquiry - and the more extended 
its purview the better—will be a vindica- 
tion not only of the honour, but of the 
capacity of those who admin‘stered this 
service and of those who served with 
them; and when the result is known the 
greater will be the regret of the Party 
opposite for having embarked on this 
Party attack. It can only tend, whatever 
pain it may give to the people affected. 
to a revulsion of feeling in favour of the 
Party who are doing ail they can to sub- 
mit their entire action, not only to the 
judgment of the House, but of the 
country. 


*Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
Mid): No hon. Member 
the right hon. Gentleman 


will 


deny that 


has exhibited in every office he hs 
‘held a versatile industry which ought 
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to be expected from every public ser- 
vant. It is, however, not merely in- 
dustry that is required, but also capacity 
not only as far as individual Ministers 
are concerned, but also from the Govern- 
ment of the country. The right hon. 
Gentleman reduced the whole matter to 
an ad hominem argument which was 
entirely unworthy of the spirit in which 
my hon. and learned friend introduced 
the Motion. To employ a legal phrase, 
the right hon. Gentleman’s speech was 
one of “confession and avoidance.” 
Why did the right hon, Gentleman for a 
vhole year not obtain the returns he 
ordered. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Have [ not replied 
to that? How ean T fix responsibility on 
others 2 


*Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I should be 
the last to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to make any further attack on his sub- 
‘ordinates than he has already made; 
but who was responsible for neglecting 
to supply the returns? If the right hon. 
Gentleman were as vigilant as he is indus- 
trious, and as capable as he is honest, he 
would have elicited the information. 
What is the use of asking for returns if 
they are not supplied. The right hon. 
Gentleman, and the Government of 
which he is a member, have no excuse 
whatever for their laxity and want 
of vigilance. In the extraordinary 
debate on March I7th and 18th, 1902, 
the Government and the right hon. 
(rentleman particularly were warned — 
the t’s were crossed, and the i’s were 
lotted—that what did subsequently 
happen in South Africa would happen. 
The right hon. Gentleman has made a 
most extraordinary attack on Sir 
William Butler. Sir William Butler was 
appointed by the Government of which 
the right hon. Gentleman is a member; 
and, forsooth, the right hoa. Gentleman 
is the Gentleman who complains of men 
) ing attacked behind their backs with- 
out any opportunity of replying. What 
is the complaint against Sir William 
Butler? First of a'l, that he did not 
demand the attendance of the right hon. 
Gentleman. Why did not the right hen. 
retleman offer his evidence ? 
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*Mrx. BRODRICK: I never heard in 
my life of a Committee being dictated to. 
My evidence was at the disposal of the 
Committee. 


*Mr. SAMUKBL EVANS: I did not 
suggest that the right hon. Gentle- 


man should dictate to the Committee; 
although the result of his conduct and his 
action towards Sir William Butler on 
this occasion is something like dictating 
to every member of any future Committee 
that might be appointed. But did the 
right hon. Gentleman proffer his evidence ? 
Did he know the Government of which 
he was a member was being attacked: 
and was he told by Colonel Morgan and 
other witnesses that observations were 
being made as to the conduct of the 


War Office ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I never had any 
conversation with any witness or with 
any member of the Committee while it 
was sitting. I had not the slightest idea 
that any subject which concerned my 
administration was under review, 


*Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: That last 
statement is astounding. I assume the 
terms of reference to the Committee were 
settled by the Cabinet; the general 
reference was to Investigate and report 
on the terms of contracts and sales and 
refunds to contractors aftemthe end of 
the war. The right hon. Gentleman 


was then at the War Olfice. More- 
over, the Butler Committee were 
expressly instructed to deal with six 


specific cases; and we now have the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
that there were other cases quite as bad, 
if not worse. Is it not extraordinary 
that the right hon. Gentleman should 
now complain that he was not summoned 
bv his subordinates to attend the Com- 
mittee, when he must have known they 
were investigating certain matters at the 
end of the war for which he himself was 
responsible? Did not the right hon. 
Gentleman in the debate on March 17th 
and 18th, 1902, demand an inquiry as a 
matter of right. Jn March 17th the 
Leader of the Opposition said— 


“Whoever may have suffered it is clear 


that the contractor has done well out 
of the war. He has. not’ only done 
well out of the war, but he is doing 
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well out of the war; and judging by the 
syndicates and combinations which reach from 
the River Plate to the meat factories of 
Queensland, embracing the mining corporation 
of De Beers, great firms of shipowners who 
also turn out to be horse-dealers and meat 
producers, embracing also English—for the 
most part naturalised English—meat contrac- 
tors and Johannesburg finaneiers whose names 
for good or for evil ring throughout the world 
—judging by these indications the contractor 
means to go on making a good thing out of 
the war.” 

Then the right hon. Gentleman pointed 
out with foresight and in wise and states- 
manlike language that the object of the 
Opposition was to protect the interests 
of the taxpayers, and that that could 
only be done by an inquiry to take place 
immediately and that delay would be 
most mischievous. These were some of 
his words— 


“What we want to do is to protect the tax- | 


payer's interest, which is our prime duty; and 


that protection can only be given by inquiring | 


now while the matter is red-hot—now, before 


those who have acted as agents either for the | 


Government who use or the contractor who 
supplies, have dispersed and passed out. of 
sight. 
has been treated, and how he is going to be 
treated in the future. . These are cases 
that if not inquired into now will pass into 
obscurity, and information will not be 
reached, ” 


The hon. and learned Member for Dum- | 


fries in the same debate pointed out ex- 
actly the difficulties of the Government 
if the advice of the Opposition were not 
accepted. Onthat occasion the right hon, 
Gentleman demanded and the First Lord 
of the Treasury promised definitely that 
at the end of the war there should be an 


inquiry. What, then, was the meaning of | 


the delay which cccurred during the 


latter part of 1902. and the whole of) 


1903 and 1904¢ And the results which 
were foretold have taken place. To 
show that, I will read to the right 
hon. Gentleman what General Lyttelton 


said in a note after the evidence was read | 


overto him. It ison page 429 of this 
Blue-book. It is not put asa question, 
but he explained in a note, as I have 
said, his own position, This is what he 
writes — 


“It was very unfortunate Colonel Morgan 


going away, as he had all the strings in his | 


hands. As long as he was with us everything 
went splendidly.” 

This adverb he alters thus— 

‘‘ Well so far as | could see, but he did not 
stay long.” 
4r. Samuel Evans. 
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Then this is the note by wituess—- 

“T should like to say [have no wish to shirk 
responsibility or to shelter myself behind my 
subordinates.” 


140) 


—a sentiment which I would commend 
to the right hon. Gentleman. 


«+ But [do not wish to answer for transactions 
which were not referred to me. Iam sorry my 
recollection is so vague, but the fact is there 
was an enormous mass of business connected 
with sales of stores, Army Service Corps 
force canteen, and ordnance, involving large 
sums, and it is difficult to avoid mixing things 





We want to know how the taxpayer | 


up. ‘The sales were taking place as far back as 
1902, and I had to do business between four 
different Directors of Supplies. It is unfortun- 
ate that [ was not examined before when South 
African affairs were fresh in my memory. I 
have been engaged in very different work since, 
and my recollection as to these matters is now 
not at all clear.” 


Could there be anything which would 
| be a stronger justification for the action 
which we on this side take, than that 
| note by General Lyttelton, and can we 
be surprised that in the Committee’s 
Report, as we see it at the bottom of page 
20 we read— 

“There can be little doubt that an exten- 
sive loss or destruction of documents has 
occurred, and it to be noted in the evi- 
| dence given by the officers and non-commissioned 
officers who were connected with the Director 
of Supplies Office in Pretoria, that defective 
memories are more the rule than the exception 
whenever the salient or critical points of any 

questions are reached.” 

What is the right hon. Gentleman’ 
|excuse and the excuse of the Govern- 
ment? He has drawn, as he often does 
very skilfully, a red herring across the 
path. We are not discussing whether 
sufficient supplies were sent out to Lord 
Kitchener during the war. The Govern- 
ment have waved that flag long enough, 
and the right hon. Gentleman has given 
himself quite often enough a certificate 
of good character. What we are asking 
the House to condemn is the conduct of 
the authorities at the end of the war in 
vegard to sales, contracts, and 
refunds. The right hon. Gentleman 
called for monthly Returns; so far he 
himself was vigilant, and if it be the fact 
that he, though vigilant, was not able to 
obtain this information in regard to the 
'fraud or the capacity of his subordinates, 
we cannot go further. But what can be 
the explanation of his not insisting on 
| seeing and examining the Returns whicli 
he deemed it necessary to order? Does 
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he say now that he did not know of the| and said, dealing with the oats con- 
system of dual contracts, as he calls it?) tract— 


Does he mean that he and his colleagues 
in the Cabinet did not have their atten- 
tion drawn to the fact, until 1904, that 
this system prevailed. I could show, by 
going through the evidence, that it was 


:sserted over and over again that the War | 


Office were being made aware of the things 
now complained of. I think it was mm 
November, 1902, that Colonel Morgan 
came to this country. He then went 
to the War Office—he had been there 
before with regard to the Bergl con- 
tract, but he came over a_ second 
time in November, 1902, and told 
the War Office what was going on. He 
arranged for percentages. I do not know 
if he said what percentage he had arranged 
but he unquestionably said that he told 
the War Office that the system of dual 
contracts was going on in South Africa. 
Did the right hon. Gentleman see Colonel 
Morgan when he attended at the War 
Office ¢ 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No, I did not; asa 
matter of fact, at the time Colonel 
Morgan came back I did not see him, 
although I was at the War Office. The 
hon. Member is aware that when an 
officer has come back from active service, 
he does not come necessarily to the 
Secretary of State for War. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS: I should 
‘ave thought the right hon. Gentleman. 
knowing what was going on in South 
Airica, and especially if he had not 
seen the overdue returns, would have 


made « point of seeing Colonel 
Morgan and knowing more of these 


operations to which Colonel Morgan 
was a party. The right hon. Gentleman 
gives various figures, showing what the 
valuation was with recard to Lord 
Kitchener, and he gives certain figures as 
to the actual result. But, again, he goes 
back from the point to which we are hold- 
ing the Government. ‘The point to which 
we are holding the Government is selling 
those things which they required and 
buying them back at 60 or 70 per cent. 
more than the price at which they sold 
them. The particular case I have in 
mind is a perfectly simple one. The 


right hon. Gentleman gave us the figures 


‘After all, you must remember we sold 
15,000,000 Ibs. of oats and we bought back only 
3,000,000 Ibs.” 


What does this single transaction 
represent? It means that the Gov- 
ernment sell oats, knowing they re- 
quire them, at Ils. and they then buv 
them back at 17s. lld.. or, in other 
words, that on the 3,000,000 Ibs. cf 
oats that they had to buy back, the 
Government lost £10,500 in one trans- 
action. The right hon. Gentleman 
could not justify a thing of that 
kind and did not attempt to. Of course 
we cannot go into all these details, but 
it is quite clear from the Blue-book 
that with regard to the biscuit trans- 
action, on which a refund of £1,761 way 
made, it was such a large quantity cf 
biscuits that references home were con- 
stantly being made. It is in these re- 
spects, on these matters, illustrative of 
War Office confusion and incapacity, that 
we say that H's Majestv’s Government 
has proved so lax that they deserve the 
censure of this House. These cases dis- 
closed in the Blue-book by reason of 
the efforts of Sir William Butler and his 
Committee are only a few in number, 
and we know now from the Government 
that there are others quite as bad if 
not worse. Nobody knows what the 
country has lost by these transactions. 


But the right hon. Gentleman said he 
demanded an inquiry and would emerge 
from it Who has got the 
inquiry / Have we got it for Party 
purposes / We are fully justified in 
what we have done. But the Govern- 
ment have done their best to frustrate 
proper inquiry, until they were forced by 
us and the public opinion. In the first 
place, the Report of Sir William Butler’s 
Committee is dated May 22nd. We hear 
nothing about it until the House meets, 
when, as a result of the interrogations 
that take place across the floor—it might 
be called a cross-examination—we were 
offered a Select Committee. But a Select 
Committee could not properly investigate 
such cases. It could not command the 
attendance before the Committee of any 
witness, and no witness could be prose- 
cuted for perjury if he made any mis- 
statements. So the Prime Minister then 


scathless. 
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sud, “I will give you a Royal Commis- 
sion,” which would have the like disquali- 


fications. That was on Wednesday. The | 


right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition asked whether it was to be 
a Statutory Commission, and the Prime 
Minister in answer gave a laconic “No.” 
On Thursday he promised a_ Royal 
Statutory Commission, and finally, before 
this debate takes place, at the eleventh 
hour, he appoints the Commission, in 
order to strengthen some of his weak- 
kneed supporters, and says, “I have 


done this and nobody could ask m> 
to do more. I have given a Com- 
mission of the widest kind.” But 


that is our justification. 
mission Is necessary now it was necessar\ 
at the end of the war, and we demanded 
some such inquiry in the year 1902. 
We demanded it in 1903, and vou ascer- 
tained in 1903-4 facts whereby alone, 
if vou were doing vour duty, vou ought 
to have offered to the country the Com- 
mission which now has been wrested 
from vou. The very fact that a Statutory 
Commission has been granted is the most 
solid argument in favour of the indict- 
ment against the Government, and if 
the House were left to vote according 
to its convictions I feel sure that a large 
majority would say that you have now 
done what vou ought to have done long 
ago, and that therefore a vote of censure 
for want of vigilance and for want of 
attention to duty in the past is fully 
merited. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I do not 
think this is a debate into which acri- 
mony or personal considerations should 
be largely introduced, as we are in the 
preliminary stage of an inquiry which the 
Government has not only accepted but 
invited, and which the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State for India shows to be of vastly 
greater extent and of more importance 
than anybody has yet supposed, I have 
some sympathy with the right hon. 
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| the 


| right hon. Gentleman 
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in 


has 
a most remarkable way. 
First of all, let me say that this House, 
Butler Committee, and the Public 
Accounts Committee, have been at a great 
disadvantage in consequence not only of 
the disappearanceand destruction of docu- 
ments alleged to have taken place in South 


| Africa, but also of the non-production 


of documents which certainly do exist. 
There is, for instance, that most impor- 


| tant document, namely, General Lyttel- 


If the Com- | 


} man 


| very 


ton’s report on these very sales from 
October, 1902, to December, 1905, which 
has never been presented, as far as | 
know. either to the Butler Committee or 
to any other body. I intend to quote 
from that document, and Iam able to do 
so for the reason that I am not subject 
to the rule by which a Minister. if he quotes 
from a document, is compelled to lay 
it on the Table. There are other docu- 
ments also to which the right hon. Gentle- 
has referred, and 
sequence he will have to lay on the Table. 
Those telegrams are of the utmost con- 
sequence, and I venture to say that they 
will be a revelation both to those who 
believe there is foundation for everything 
in the Butler Report and to those who 
strongly believe the contrary. 
telegrams show us that in August, L902, 
the very question of what was to be done 


which in coh- 


Those 


with the surplus stores was raised here, 
and the right hon, Gentleman obtained 
from General Lyttelton a promise thet 
the surplus stores would continue to be 
utilised for the troops. That is a most 
remarkable thing. We know that that 
promise was not carried out. We know 
that instead of being utilised for the 
troops they were sold and rebought to a 
considerable extent. I hope the 
first thing the right hon. Gentleman does 


_ will be to lav upon the Table of the House 


Gentleman’s remarks condemnatory of | 


tne Butler Report. The literary style 
of that Report does not commend itself 


to me, and some of its statements are | 


such as I do not think are entirely war- 
ranted by the evidence. But there is a 
great residuum to warrant inquiry in 
South Africa, and to that residuum the 
Mr, Sumuel Evans. 


his own telegrams and al! other documents 
cognate to. this matter. I think the 
House will see that they very much en- 
large the importance of the investigation. 


Then the right hon, Gentleman has 
introduced entirely new matter—not, 
indeed, new t me, but new to the House 
—the matter of the canteen. He has 





‘told the House that there were avoidable 


losses of between £250,000 and £300,000, 


‘that he, with the single-mindedness which 


/ we recognise as always belonging to him, 











if 


in 
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wished to bring the officers to account, | 
but that he was overruled by Lord | 
Roberts. So I understood him. | 

*Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Roberts put | 
the matter to the Judge-Advocate- | 
General for legal advice, and he said | 
that the position was not one in which it 
would be feasible to bring the officers to 
Court-martial. Lord Roberts did every- 
thing he could. 


| 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Whether | 
it was the Judge-Advocate-General or the 
Commander-in-Chief, Lord Roberts or 
anybody else, whoever was responsible, 
such is the feeling of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman himself with regard to this trans- 
action that he has thought it necessary 
—rightlv as I think—to detail the matter | 
to the House for the avowed purpose of 
bringing it within the purview of the 

I say that that also very much 
enlarges the field of operations. He has 
not told us the names of the persons 
soncerned, and I shall not make any | 
suesses at them, though I think I could 
make a very good one. But the most 
serious imputation that [ have vet heard 
is that made by the right hon, Gentleman 
iimself in connection with the canteen 
system. He suggests that those who 
vere responsible for the canteen system 
ind the losses thereon had such authority 
and power in South Africa that they were 
positively able to interfere with the work 
of the auditors whom he himself had sent 


inquiry. 


out. 


*Mr. BRODRICK dissented. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right 
hon. Gentleman is in the recollection of 
the House. I certainly understood him 
to suggest that that was one of the 
reasons why the auditors failed in their 
task. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I was merely 
attempting to answer a Question which | 
might be asked, namely, why did not the | 
vuditors make a report earlier than they | 
did on certain points. and I said that it 
must be remembered that they were 
dealing with this heavy mass of figures 
and could not report to us earlier. 


{26 June 1905} 


| hon. friend. 


|} country at 


jus at 18s. 


(Sales and Refunds). 146 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Iam glad 
to have elicited that explanation, because 
I had entirely misunderstood my right 
Then the right hon. Gentle- 
man was most eloquent and indignant on 
the subject of the returns. ‘* Why,” he 


| said, “* did not the Butler Committee tell 


us the reason the returns of these stores 
were not obtained?” I do not know, and 
my right hon. friend did not give any 
hint on the point. [am sorry he did not; 


| this, again, enlarges the scope of the en- 


Finally, he seemed to complain 
most unreasonably of the premature 
publication of the Butler Report, and 
if I did not misunderstand him he rath+r 
attributed that premature publication 
to the Public Accounts Committee. Tae 
Public Accounts Committee had nothing 
whatever to do with the publication of 
the Report.- By virtue of the authority 
given to them by this House to send for 
persons. papers, and records, the Pubhe 
Accounts Committee called for the Report 


quiry. 


| for their own purposes, and obtained it on 


May 26th. For their own purposes they 
used it.and no hint of that Report reached 
the Press from anv member of the Publie 
Accounts Committee until the Report 
itself was published. As [ have said, 
the area of the inquiry has been greatly 
enlarged by the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and that the investigation 
will be final and complete no Member 
of this House can doubt. I need not tell 
the story again; one has only to re- 
call the essential features. Oats were 
bought at lls. by Mever, and here is a 
point which requires comment. By tele- 
gram on December 26th, 1902, an order 
Was sent to every station in South Africa 
to sell to Mr. Mever every oat in the 
lls. But the right hon. 
Gentleman says he sold his oats at 25s. 


SeveraAL HON. MEMBERS: 55s. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Thirty-five 


| shillings a quarter; Iam talking of the 100 


Ibs. On December 27th the fiat went forth 
that all the oats in South Africa were to 
be sold to Meyer at lls. The oats were 
not moved; they were bought back by 
When one remembers that 


'this was accepted by the general, if 


we are to believe the evidence of the 


| witnesses; that this same Mever got a 
refund of £21,232 on the mere authority 
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of a subaltern officer; that chaff costing 
£3,215 was sold for £451, and that 
although it was at Durban, where it could 
easily have been thrown into the sea, an 
extra charge per 100 Ibs. was imposed 
upon it to get it to Pretoria for Mever, I 
wonder where negligence merges into in- 
capacity, and where incapacity reaches 
a point at which the country may refuse 
to pay for it. This system of selling your 
own oats at 11s. and buying them back at 
18s. is called the “dual system.” It 
was not invented by Lord Kitchener. It 
is too great an invention to be allowed to 
be credited to any other than its rightful 
author. Colonel Morgan was the in- 
ventor; he claims it and resents the 
suggestion that it was Lord Kitchener’s 
invention. It was adopted by Lord 
Kitchener, and the remarkable thing is 
that in recommending it to the War 
Office Lord Kitchener said— 

“This system will be worked by Colonel 
Morgan and others, and I recommend that they 
should have largely increased salaries because of 
the sales they are going to make and the large 
sums involved.” 


So that the original inventor of the 
“dual svstem ”’ in recommending it was 
really recommending himself for an 
increase of salary. I do not know how 
Lord Kitchener came so readily to accept 
this scheme. He is considered to have 
developed the commercial side of war to 
its highest point, but certainly his 
venture here makes me ask whether, 
although no doubt he is a great captain, 
he is quite so great a commercial man as 
has been supposed. This proposal, made 
hy Lord Kitchener on June 18th, 1902, 
was Within a few days accepted by the 
War Office. All they said was, ‘ How 
do you propose to act as to preference for 
home and colonial produce?” The right 
hon. Gentleman cheers that, but I should 
not have thought it was the most im- 
portant question. I rather suspected 
that it was put with some touch of 
humour. But the right hon. Gentleman 
got no answer, and the system went on. 
It is very simple. You want to get rid 
of your stores; sell them on the spot. 
You want to buy other stores: buy 
themon the spot. Theidea seemed to be 
that you would somehow manage when 
you sold vour stores to get a higher price 
for the British and colonial than for the 
foreign. But how you would induce 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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Meyer to pay a higher price is one of the 
mysteries which can be solved only in 
Birmingham. 


When did the War Office tirst be- 
come aware of the abuses which arose 


and were certain to arise from the 
dual system? If we are to_ believe 


Colonel Morgan,they knew it in December, 
I think there is evidence to show 
that they knew enough to cause them to 
make inquiries in April, 1903; and 
certainly in December, 1903, there began 
that series of queries by that troubleson.e 
person, the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General, which has continued to this day. 
Query after query has been put and not 
really answered. There are at this 
moment seventeen queries of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General, all touching 
matters of the highest importance, which 
remain really unanswered. Then what 
has been the total loss to the country in 
respect of the mismanagement of these 
stores? The right hon. Gentleman began 
a demonstration of what the total loss 
was, but he did not proceed to the end. 
As far as I followed his arguments, he is 
of opinion that on oats there would be a 
gain, because he bought at 20s. and sold 


at 35s. Evidently that was not to 
Meyer. Let me try to ascertain what the 


total loss was. First of all, there is the 
testimony of Colonel Morgan in which he 
says— 

‘“Lord Kitchener asked me to make an 
estimate of what T thought the surplus things 
would fetch,” 


‘ 


These “surplus things”’ are the only 
things with which we have to deal. The 
present Secretary of State for War has 
referred to many other “ surplus things ” 
and makes them come to £8,000,000, but 
we have nothing to do with those. 
Colonel Morgan continued— 

“Lord Kitchener says in his telegram ‘ As 
the money involved will reach £6,000,000 or 
£7,000,000 ” 


That is a smaller sum, and Colonel 
Morgan explains it by saying that a great 
deal was sold by him before he left the 
country — the transports, the block- 
houses, and the barbed wire were all sold 
to Lord Milner before Lord, Kitchener 
left the country. It is clear, therefore, 
that the £1,500,000 realised by the sales 
to Lord Milner must be deducted from 
the original £8,000,000 and this would 
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£6,000,000 or 
mentioned by Lord Kitchener. On| 
Thursday last, I think, the present | 
Secretary of State for War said that from 
April, 1902, to September, 1904, the sales | 
amounted to £8.000,000. But those | 
siles are not of the “surplus things “ 
about Which we are talking; they include 
the sales of captured stock which began 
months before the dual system w-s 
instituted. The right hon. Gentleman 
savs that he cannot separate these 
things; I think I can assist bim. | 
The Comptroller and Auditor-General, | 
quoting from a report of the General | 
Officer Commanding, savs that the sales 
were conducted mainly by private treaty, | 
as there was practically no response by 
merchants to the advertisement, and he 
further states— 


149 


leave the 


“It will be found from this statement that 
the gross amount realised by the sale of surplus 
supplies from October, 1902 to December, 1903—” 


those are the critical fourteen months 
in Which these things occurred— 


“was £560,898,” 


That would really lead to the inference, 
which I do not say I adopt—that the 
loss to the country is about £6,000,000. 
I do not put that forward as absolutely 
correct, but there is some corroboration 
of it. The right hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean said the other 
day that he had understood the right 
hon, Gentleman the Member for Croydon. 
when Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
I} 02-03, to sav—as I also understood— 
that he expected to get from these stores 
£6,000,000 in relief of his forthcoming 
Budget. One of the special documents 
that ought to be produced before this 
Commission is any correspondence that 
took place between the War Office and 
the Treasury on that subject. I 
did the War Office in any way lead the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in the 
autumn of 1903 to believe that he would 
get £6,000,000 out of these stores in 
alleviation of the charges he would have 
to put upon the country in his next 
Budget ; and did he find at last that, 
instead of £6,000,000, he got nothing 
at all? If the right hon. Gentleman | 
answers that Question it will give us some 
notion as to how far I am correct in my | 
inference that the loss by the ill financial | 
arrangements connected with these stores | 


ask, 
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| ready deducted that. 
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£7,000,000 | —to put it no more strongly than that— 


was something approaching £6,000,000- 
I admit that there has also to be deducted 
the value of the stores used. 


THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
And the £1,500,000. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I have al. 
But, after all, the 


| amount is interesting only to those who 


are interested merely by the magnitude 
of the business. I should take the same 
interest in it if the amount were only 
£5 instead of £5,000,000. It is the 
honour of the officers and the credit of 
the Ministry that is involved, and there- 


‘fore the amount is of relatively small 


importance. I regretted from the first 
that the Butler Committee was limited 
to these six cases and to South Africa. 


'In my opinion there are far worse cases 


than these six; I am inelined to think 
there are nearer sixty than six, and I am 
*not at all sure that the worst cases took 


place in South Africa, However, there 


was that limitation. But the Butler 
Committee discovered neither the dual 
system, nor the six cases, nor the rest of 
the abuses. They were discovered by an 
officer of this House, the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General. For the last three years 
the Comptroller and Auditor - General 
has been reporting, and the Public 
Accounts Committee, which without him 
could not do its work, has been investl- 
gating case after case, and sending to 
the War Office query after query. 
It is unnecessary to go through them. 
There was the question of the meat con- 
tract, when unvouched purchases were 
made by officers in the field to so 
enormous an extent that when, in April, 
1402, I asked the witness what the 
amount of unvouched purchases was, he 
said he could not say exactly, and when 
I asked whether he could say w.thin a 
million or two he said. “No, I cannot.” 
There matters of that sort that 
require inquiry into, 


are 


I should like to put before the House 
the functions of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General and their bearing on 
the Commission just appointed, upon 
the Butler Committee, and every other 
method that may be suggested for 
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inquiring into these abuses. ‘The Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General is not an 
officer of His Majesty the King, or 
of His Majesty’s Government, or of 
aiv Department of State. He is an 
olficer of this House, and his salary 
is charged on the Consolidated Fund 
in order to make him independent of 
Monarch and Minister alike. By the 
Exchequer and Audit Act of 1866, 


there is placed upon him the statutory | 


duty of domg these four things. 
The first is to see that the expenditure 
is supported by the vouchers; second, 
to sce that it is applied to the pur- 
poses intended by Parliament; third, 
to whether the money received 
by the Departments other than from 
Parliamentar) grants has been applied 
directed by Parliament; and 
fourth, to see whether any sum charged 
is for any reason not properly charged 
against the grant. These are the statutory 
functions of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General. In the exercise of his functions 
the public officials come before him and 
the Committee, and are cross-examined. 
They do, no doubt, readily give informa- 
tion to the Committee which this House 
cannot get without them. The Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General has to decide 
in the final result whether he will report 
that such and such an item will be allowed 
or disallowed. He reported this vear 
for the disallowance of some relatively 
small items, and I have no doubt 
they will be disallowed. He may equally 


see 


as 


report to disallow £6,000,000 or any 
smaller sum as is involved in_ these 
matters if we come to find it out. From 


that point of view it seems to me that the 
Butler Committee has been doing over 
again the work that has been done by 
the Comptroller and Auditor-General and 
the Public Accounts Committee. The 
duty is put on the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General by statute, and our duty 
is committed to us by the House of 
Commons itself. Therefore, that has 
always been, in my mind, one objection 
to the Butler Committee. The same 
objection applies to the appointment of 
the Royal Commission, though I recognise 
its propriety. . 


A remark has been made on the delays of 
the War Office. It knew of these things 
in April, 1903, or, as some may think, in 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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Certainly it knew by 
September, 1903. There has undoubtedly 
been great delay in the examination of the 
charges. It was only in January this 
vear that the War Office finally made up 
its mind to take definite and effectual 
action. It made up its mind at a most 
unfortunate moment, I think at the 
very moment when the Comptroller ard 
Auditor-General was making his Report, 
which, by the way, contains almost ell 
the facts of the Butler Committee Report. 


The Report of the Comptroller and 
Auditor - General is dated January 
Slst, and at the moment when the 


Public Accounts Committee was about to 
enter on its duties in the ordinary course 
the Butler Committee was appointed. 


What is the result? That the Public 
Accounts Committee instead of leing 
assisted, is stopped in its work. The 


Butler Committee between 
it and all those questions, and the 
result is that we have been obliged to 
postpone al] the paragraphs in the Comp- 
troller’s Report referring to these matters, 
to goon to other matters, and to await the 
Report of the Butler Committee, I think 
that is very unfortunate. 


interp sed 


Who is to blame? There is one person 
who has been animadverted upon strongly, 
and that is the contractor. ‘The contrac- 
tor exists for the purpose of making good 
bargains. The officials of the War Office 
if they know their duty, exist for the 
purpose of preventing him making too 
good bargains. The 
have been named in the 
all who have been concerned, There 
are many other contractors who have 
done right good work for the War Office 
It is said that soldiers are incapable oi 
That is not true. I 
you to Khartoum, where vou can see 
how soldiers run a province, conduct 
schemes of irrigation, manage the navi- 
gation of rivers, and run a railway in a 
way that might give lessons to the London 
and North-Western Railway. I think 
that no man can say that soldiers, as 


contractors who 


{eport are not 


business. refer 


soldiers, are incapable of conducting 
business. What has been baneful to 


soldiers and contractors alike is the 


, influence of the War Office, that ancient 


monument of red tape which is building 
a new palace so near us. It has exercised 
its nefarious influence upon the greatest 
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of men, and on no less a man than Lord 
Lansdowne, who has been censured for his 
conduct in reference to the War Office. 
My right hon. friend the Secretary of 
State for India, whose tenacity of pur- 
pose and ability for work we all know, 
evel. When he does not state it himself— 
even. he has come under criticism. And 
as to the present Secretary of State for 
War, he has not escaped. Perhaps now 
he would not escape a final whipping. 
It is that malign upas- tree influence 
that has spoiled the soldier. A soldier 
is good, a statesman is good, and 
a contractor is good, but whenever 
anyone comes under the influence of the 
War Office he seems to lose his nature 
and become perverted and demoralised, 
and that is why the soldier, that is why 
the Army Service Corps, that is why the 
contractor, and the whole of the staff in 
South Africa, seem to me to know a great 
deal more than the Butler Committee has 
told you. 


My desire is to show the House 
that it is not the Butler Committee 
that has brought these things to light 
and made it necessary for them to be 
examined. It is the system established 
bt the House, it is the officer appointed 
by the House, that has ferreted out things 
and taken the initiative. My opinion is 
that the steps taken by the Government 
have not facilitated inquiry so far. I 
find myself surprised to learn that the 
area of inquiry will be so much extended 
as has been suggested by the Secretary of 
State for India. With regard to the 
appointment of the Commission, I think 
it is a matter that must give satisfaction 
t» both sides of the House. There are 
some who say “ Do not wash vour dirty 
linen in public.” Those are people who 
want the dirty linen to remain unwashed. 
Our system is, when we find the linen is 
dirty, to give it a good wash. I think 
it will be found increasingly certain that 
the financial securities set up by the 
House have not been insufficient, and 
that those to whom financial duties have 
been committed by the House have done 
their duty ag they will in the future do 
their duty. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnoxp- Forster, Belfast. 
W.): Lam relieved of much of my task 
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by the speech of my right hon. friend, 
who has stated his case with such admir- 
able clearness and lucidity; but it is 
natural that I should desire to supple- 
ment what he has said, The Hcuse also 
will desire that I should do so and give 
an account of my part in these transac- 


tions. I may repeat one thing my right 
hon. friend said on which I share his 
view. Nothing could be mor? congenial 


to me than to have an opportunity of 
saying what I have to say on this matter. 
I readily admit that during the course of 
the alternoon practically nothing has 
been said about any special responsibility 
of my 9wn; butsomething has been said, 
and an answer is due from myself. I 
have been t:ld in this House and outside 
it that I have concealed, or have had a 
desire to conceal, the transactions which 
are now the subject of consideration. I 
am astonished that any such suggestion 
should be made. I have no reason and 
[have no motive whitever for desiring 
to conceal from the House any facts 
within my knowledge. I am not primarily 
responsible for these trarsactions. They 
took place at a time when I was not 
cognisant of what was going on in 
the War Office; and it is a matter 
of fact that, whether right or wrong, 
for good or for evil, I have been the 
person responsible for the d scoveries, 
or the alleged discoveries, which the 
House is now discussing and to which 
hon. Members attach so much import- 
ance. 


I was first informed by the 
Financial Department of the War Office 
that there was ground for investigation 
of special cases on January 7th of this vear. 
On the same day I decided that a Com- 
mittee should be appointed. On January 
14th I approved the names of the Com- 
mittee. On May 22nd I received the Report 
of the Committee. On the same date, at 
the request of the Chairman of the Public 
Aecounts Committee, I forwarded that 
Report to him, «nd as soon as the 
recelved it was also 
forwarded to the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee and the Members of this House. 
I came to these questions as matter of 
past history. In October, 1903, these 
contracts were things of the past and 
were only represented by the paper 
records of what had taken place. The 
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two cases I had practically to deal with 
are the cases known as the Meyer case 
and the Stepney case. I am not for a 
moment going into the details of either 
of these cases. I am not competent to 
do so; and if I were I should not attempt 
‘to do so, because there is a tribunal ap- 
pointed for the special purposes of investi- 
gating the details and putting the blame 
on those on whom blame should rest. 
I take these two cases because they are 
the kev to the situation as far as I am 
concerned. The House will want to know, 
in the first place, whether reasonable 
intelligence had jbeen exercised in ascer- 
taining what had taken place, for that 
that which had taken place did require 
investigation nobody will deny. They 
will further require to be satisfied that 
equal diligence was shown in examining 
what had taken place, and that reasonable 
promptitude had been shown in following 
it up. Ican show, from the history of these 
two cases, that I can reply to all these 
(Questions in the affirmative. 


In the first case—the Meyer refund—I 
wil not dwell on details which are 
probably fresh in the minds of most 
the 


hon. Members—but I will give 
main outline of the case. The con- 
tracts were made in November, 1902, 


for the supply of forage to begin on Ist 
January, 1903. The prices were to be 
17s. 113d. per 100 Ibs. of oats and 17s. 84d. 
per 100 lbs. of hay and oat-hay, I 
mention these figures because these are the 
figures which ultimately caused inquiry 
to be made. Subsequently tenders of 
purchase for the supp!v of forage were 
invited on 4th December. and Meyer 
made a tender for the purchase of certain 
supplies. and the prices that he offered 
were said to be the highest. viz., Ils. per 
100 Ibs. for oats, and 10s. per 100 Ibs, for 
hay and oat-hay. These two contracts, 
when placed in juxtaposition, as every- 
body sees very plainly, were calculated to 
excite remark and to require explanation. 
Asa matter of fact thev did excite remark 
and they did receive examinaticn. The 
contracts were followed on 13th April by 
a refund of £21.000 in respect of a portion 
of the articles sold to Mever. Let us see 
what the action of the War Office was. 
These transactions took place in 1905 
in South Africa, and in November they 
became subject to examination in the 


Mr. Arnold- Forster. 


'COMMONS} 
‘War Office. 
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It must be remembered 
that the whole of these documents from 
South Africa were belated. I should 
explain why the ordinary procedure in 
regard to the examination of contracts of 
sale did not proceed pari passu with the 
transaction of the business itself during 
the time of war as in the time of peace, I 
believe that a system may be devised— |] 
am bold enough to say that it has been 
devised—whereby the system continued 
in time of peace will now be continued 
in time of war; but it did not exist at 
that time. All these documents came j 

in enormous numbers for the review of 


1) 


the War Office. The whole of the 
arrangements of the War Office were 
then subject to considerable change. 


amounting almost to a revolution; but 
at the end of 1903 these documents were 
examined in the War Office: and 
transaction was queried by the War 
Office, and the Pavmaster in South Africa 
was desired to explain. On 26th March 
these documents went out to South 
Africa and were examined there. The 
Paymaster replied in a letter received on 
Ikth April, in which it was said that the 
officer in charge of the forage supplies at 
Pretoria stated that, in accordance with 
instructions, the whole of the forage was 
sold to Meyer, provided that the same was 
in sound condition. In March, 1903, the 
debit voucher amounted to £127,000, but 
on taking delivery of the forage a large 
quantity was found, so it was said, to 
be deteriorated, and a refund of £21,232 
was then made. The Auditor-General 
made a similar query, apparently with 
the same result. On the 5th of the 
followmg month a copy of the Pay- 
master’s letter was sept to the Auditor- 
General, who made no comment on 
it at that time, and the explanation 
of the officer in Sovth Africa 
accepted. There was no knowledge 
at that time of the system on which 
these transactions had taken place. We 
merely had the vouchers of the officers ; 
but the Auditor-General did take further 
notice in October of the same year, He 
asked what was the condition under 
which forage was oflered for sale. Long 
before that period the War Office had 
been led by a totally different road to a 
similar inquiry. The Audit Department 
did not make a second query until! 20th 
October, but long before that period the War 


+} 
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Office were making investigations. The 
War Office sent to South Africa for the 


contracts and in Janvary, two months 


after, the reply came. We then sent 
a telegram asking for all the documerts, 
We now come to the point: did the War 
Office know all the facts? They knew 
that the contracts were under the dual 
system, of which up to the end of 1903 
they were not aware. These contracts 
had, however, been made for sound goods 
ind they knew that a refund had been 
made. 
whether any or all of these transactions 
were right or wrong. But taken by 
themselves any one of them might still 
be legitimate, though they were so 
questionable when put together—side by 
side—that it was evident that an inquiry 
should be instituted. 


Meanwhile another transaction, which, 


to my mind, was much more 
important, had been broucht to 
the notice of the War Office. That 
was the transaction of the Stepney 


refund—a much smaller amount, but in 
some respects a case more calculated to 
rouse suspicion. At the beginning of the 
year 1903 Mr. Stepney contracted to 
supply oats and other forage at 17s. 10d.. 
and this was accepted. In June, 1903, 
when the time came for delivery, Stepney 
had not got the oats. We undertook to 
supply him from our own stores and at 
first charged him the full.amount for the 
oats. Probably that, on our own showing, 
was wrong. We subsequently paid him 
a refund of the difference between the 
lower price which he charged and the 
amount actually paid us. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, N.): What 
rate did he claim ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER. He 


claimed at surplus stock rates, 50s, | 


This refund was actually made. The 


account of these transactions which took 


place in South Africa was in the first 
place passed at the War Office under 
what is known as a system of back 
examination. In consequence of the 
examination of the back account a letter 
was sent to the General Officer Com- 


{26 June 1905} 


I do not interd to pronounce | 
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| why the forage to the troops was not 
| issued without the intervention of Mr. 
| Stepney, and that in the absence of 
| explanation the transaction was likely t» 
| convey the impression that the Army 
| made the contractor a present of £1,270. 
| That was the point ra‘sed by the War 
| Office and the stit>ment sent ou; 
| demanding explanation from the authori- 
ties of South Africa. The letter was 
| dated June 23rd, 1904. As a matter of 
fact, the reply did not reach this country 
until October 3!st. It was along interval, 
| Ladm't, but it does not represent neglect. 
| The authorities in South Africa found it 
| necessary to refer the matter to tie officer 
| principally concerned for his observations. 
|The whole transaction had taken place 
‘in South Africa, and it was necessarv 
that the authorities on th» spot shoul t 
|make the communication, They replied 
| the moment they recsived the explana- 
tion. When received on October 31st 
the reply appeared to strongly condemn 
|) the transaction, and the Quartermaster- 
|General took actioa immediately. 
Inquiries were made from Colonel Hipwell 
and others, and Major Walton was con- 
‘sulted. So far as he could the Director 
|of Supplies satisfied himself, and, the 
| Financial Department having reported 
that an investigation was needed, a 
Departmental Committee of inquiry was 
| ordered, and light was thrown on previous 
| transactions on which explanations had 
been received. The Finance Department 
| had the matter brought before them, and 
/as soon as they found anything in the 
|documents referring to past contracts 
| they proceeded with the inquiry I have 
described and gave information to me. 


Sir ROBERT REID: Is it the case 
}that the right hon. Gentleman was in- 
| formed in September or October, 1903, 
| that the Army Service Corps were selling 
at one price and buying back at another 
price from the Same person ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Personally, 
ino, I was not. It is stated in the 
| evidence, I think, that the double sa‘es 
were brought to the notice of the War 
| Office in October. 


Sm ROBERT REID: There was a 





manding with a very plain indictment of | 
the transaction in which it was stated | telegram of October Ist, 1905, ia which the 
that it was not clear to the Army Council | War Office stated to General Lyttelton 
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this was the case, giving four classes of 
gcods. Was this withheld from the 
Secretary of State by the officials of the 
War Office? When did the right hon. 
Gertieman first learn that this was going 
on, that sales were being made to and 
repurchases from the same person at an 
enhanced price ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The trans- . 


actions were reported as being advan- 
tageous to the public service, and it is 
conceivable that they might be so; it is 
only the method upon which the practice 
was conducted that was made the subject 
of complaint. It is mentioned by all the 
witnesses as being regarded as the best 
method of dealing with the congestion 
of stores, having regard to the liability 
of stores to detevioration. 


Mr. A. K. LOYD (Berkshire, Abing- 
don): When goods were supplied to a 
contractor to enable him to fulfil his con- 
tract to supply the troops, was that to 
enable him to supply troops in that dis- 
trict or to convey the stores to another 
part of the country ? 


Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: In one 
instance T believe it was for supply in 
the same locality. There is no doubt the 
practice was explained as desirable, and 
the statement was accepted. 


Sir ROBERT REID: By whom ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: By the 
Financial Department of the War Office ; 
but as soon as the documents were found 
to exist and were examined suspicions 
were aroused as to the wisdom of this 
practice and the accuracy of the re- 
ports, and it was the investigation which 
followed the exam‘nation of the docu- 
ments which led the War Office to con- 
demn the practice, 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): The 
right hon. Gentleman stated that the 
War Office were informed in November, 
1905, of this dual system Why was the 
knowledge kept from the Secretary of 
State, and by whom was it kept from him 2 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I was quot- 
ing the evidence given by Colonel Clutton 
and Colonel Hadfield. 

Sir Robert Reid, 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.); When 
was the right hon. Gentleman made 
aware of this dual system ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I did not 
know anything about the transactions 
until attention was called to them. The 
War Office found that the transactions 
were not satisfactory when the refunds 
excited suspicion. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: When ? 
Me. ARNOLD-FORSTER: [I 


became aware of the transactions on 
December 7th. I knew that the 


accounts required investigation, the 
Public Accounts Committee having 


drawn attention to the matter. It 
was because the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee and the War Office Committee 
themselves had drawn attention to them 
that the investigations have been taking 
place during the whole time I have been 
at the War Office. It was when the 
result was pointed out to me that I took 
this action, 


Me. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire. 
W.R., Barnsley): You telegraphed to 


South Africa. 


Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: [ have 
been speaking hitherto of one side only of 
what took place during the eigh'een 
months, but there is another side not 
unimportant—the work done in connec- 
tion with a war of this kind. I believe 
that the more we inquire into matters 
the more we shall find that waste has 
been due in a large measure to the 
enormous pressure upon individuals of 
work to which they were unaccustomed, 
and to the system under which they 
worked which would not allow them 
to perform these duties satisfactorily. 
The hon. Member has spoken of the 
War Office as a upas tree, but, how- 
ever that may be, the War Office has 
been engaged during the’ past vear in 
making arrangements they will not be 
called upon to make in the future. We 
have transferred the coprtract work 
to the locality. It is evident that 
in South Africa officers of — small 
uuthority did make contracts which 
their experience did not qualify them 
to make, and these did not come up 
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for review by the War Office until 
months or years after the transactions 
We have changed that. We have made | 
arrangements by which the whole staff | 
makes the contract as part of their | 


organisation, and when the Army goes to | | 
to periorm | 


the front they will continue 
the work they perform in time of pcace. 

I have been asked whether the time 
taken in investigation was not along one. 
Well, Sir William Butler’s Committee took 
three months to investigate a portion of 


the transactions, but the Commission will | 
have before it all the information we | 


have been able to amass during those 


three months, and it is estimated that the | 


Commission may occupy eighteen months 
in completing its inquiry. 
deavoured to show that once put upon 
inquiry we have not neglected it, and 
the time occupied was necessary owing 
to our having to communicate at every 
stage with South Africa, and to obtain 
reports that could only be obtained from 
South Africa. As hon. Members know, 
the Committee reported on June 14th, 
and I cannot accept 


head of the Committee an officer who has 
not prepared a Report of such a judicial 


character as some of us might have | 


hoped for, but our desire being to make 
the inquiry thorough and complete, | 
appointed oflicers to the best of my 


judgment, and I gave every facility to | 


the Committee for obtaining information 
they might desire, and [ cannot help 
thinking that with their opportunities 


the Committee might have assisted us | 
have, | 


more materially than thev 
But [ know the House is not interested 


in the form of the document so much as | 


in the substance of the Report. I may 
be asked why the Report was published 
at all. IT appointed the Committee 
primarily for my own information, | 
placed a soldier at its head, and T added 
a civilian, and anticipated that I should 
hive useful information in reference to 
these complicated transactions. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY (Montrose 
Burghs): In the course of the evidence it 


was stated that Mr. Edwards, who was 
on the Committee, had himself been sent | 
from the War Office to South Africa. 
Was that a mistaken impression ? 
[FourtH Series.] 
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{26 Jenn 1905} 


I have en- | 


any blame for | 
remissness in presenting the Report. It | 
may have been an error to place at the | 
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| Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER : Mr: 
Edwards did go to South Africa, but net 
in connection with any of these matters. 
Most of the financial officers of the War 
Office have been to South Africa at one 
time or another. Unless the right hon. 
Gentleman means to assume that Mr. 
| Edwards was incompetent to sit on this 
Committee, I do not appreciate the 
relevancy of his remark, 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : I do not wish to 
imply that. I referred to it rather as 
strengthening the Report. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I placed 
on the Committee those gentlemen in the 
oflice whom T thought were best able to 
ascertain what [| desired to know, 


As to the publication of the Report, it 
arose by reason of the circumstance that 
the Pub.ic Accounts Committee called be- 
fore them the officer at the War Office who 
had been in charge of our finance depart- 
ment. It became known, and naturally 
became known, to the Public Accounts 
Committee that this inquiry was taking 
place, and the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee, in pursuance of their undoubted 
right, called for the production of this 
Report. When they called for the pro- 
duction of the Report I had not the 
| option and had no desire to withhold it. 
| As the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Wolverhampton pointed out, when 
once the Report was presented to the 
| Public Accounts Committee it was 
| necessary to present it to the House of 
and its presentation was im- 
peratively called for. I should greatly 
have preferred that this Report should 
| not have been presented until the whole 
of the labours of the Committee had been 
accomplished. That would have been in 
every respect the better plan, and T regret 
| that eireumstanees over which I had no 
control prevented my following it. 


; Commons, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The right 
hon. Gentleman savs that presentation to 
the Public Accounts Committee necessarily 
involves presentation to this House. 
Thatisnotso, The Public Accounts Com- 
mittee has many documents which are 
‘treated as confidential until the end of 
its labours, when, and when alone, in its 
| Report they are presented with the evi- 
| dence given before the Committee. 


EF 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I will not 


attempt to decide between the view of | 


the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Wolverhampton and the view of the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn, The 
Report having been presented to the 
Public Accounts Committee, it would be 
known to the House almost as soon as it 
was known to the Committee. It had 
actually been quoted from, and I go fur- 
ther and say that I think any Member of 
this House has the right to inspect the 
documents of the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee. I have been censured for ap- 
pending to that Report the statement 
that, as far as charges against individuals 
are concerned, the matters dealt with in 
the Report must be regarded as sub 
judice. Ido not go back on that state- 
ment. I thought it was imperative, in 
view of the character of the Report, 
and in vicw of the position in which it 
left those persons who were arraigned 


directly or indirectly by that Report, that | 


T should make some statement of that 
character. 


South A friew {COMMONS} 
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dealt so minutely and with great ability 


with this case. We desire nothing better 
than to place all the facts before any 
‘tribunal that may be selected by this 
House. When that tribunal has adjudi- 
cated, whether we shall hold precisely 
the same opinions that some hon. Members 
seem to have formed in anticipation of 
that inquirv I am not quite sure. I am 


‘deeply indebted to my right hon. friend, 


I think I could have done no | 


less then warn t! ose not cognisant, as I | 


was Cognisant, of what had taken place. 
of the error Which they would make if 
they proceeded from the imperfect evi- 
dence contained in that Report to draw 
conclusions unfavourable to the characters 
of soldiers and others who were con- 
cerned in that Report. I will go further. 
{ will say that it was necessary in the 


interests of a larger body than those | 


specifically named in that Report. I 
desire once more to call attention to the 
following paragraph in the Report, with 
which | am in cordial agreement 

“The impression may have arisen that the 
whole Army Service Corps in South Africa was 
concerned in these transactions. ‘There is no 
evidence in support of this idea. On the con- 
trary, there is proof that the decisions by which 
these transactions were authorised were given 
in opposition to the opinion of the officers of 
the Army Service Corps, who at ontside 
stations had to deal locally with these ques- 
tions.” 


That was one of the many and sufficient 


reasons which Jed me to append a note | 


tothe Report, stating that in my opinion 
the case was still sub judice. 


What the issue will be no one can 
sav. But I can assure the House 
that I share the view which has 
been expressed by the 
State for India, who 


Secretary of 
has 


already 





who has borne so much of the burden 
that I ought to have borne, and has 
borne it so much better than I could 
have done, Neither he nor I have 
ever desired to keep back from the 
public any information that t!ev are 
justly entitled t». He has expressed 
his belief, and I reiterate it, that the 
further this inquiry goes the more 
thoroughly will be established the in- 
tegrity of the Army and the honesty and 
capacity of the vast proportion of those 
| who serve in its ranks. {It is because | 
beheve that, and for no other reason, 
that I wish this inquiry to take place in 
precisely the form in which it has now 
been decided that it shall take place. I 
have absolute confidence that we shall 
receive a judgment at any rate that will 
be satisfactory to us all, because it will 
be a true statement on the matter. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields), whose 
Opening sentences were inaudible owing 
io the movement of Members on the 
floor of the House, said: The right hon. 
Gentleman has told us that Sir William 
| Butler’s Report is not what he expected, 
and that itis not what he wanted; he 
says the Committee was appointed te 
lassist him; and he adds that he is not 
‘respousible for the publication of its 
| Report; so that he has done his best to 
'deprive himself of the personal credit of 
|ihe appointment of the Committee and 
of the publication of its Report. But 
there is one circumstance upon which he, 
hes left us in some obscurity. I think 
ithe House is mainly concerned in learn- 
fing from him when as head of the De- 
partment he first knew of the matters 
; now in question. We know that the 
Department were informed of them by 
the letter dated March, 1903, appended 
‘o the Report. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The letter 
| was not received at the War Office until 
| the Report was published. 


























South Africa 


165 


Mr. ROBSON: It seems a very 
curious thing—I make no comment on 
it—that this colonel should write an 
official letter in relation to a matter so 
important, and one coming within the 
scope of War Office duty and funct‘ons, 
and that the War Office should have heard 
of it only by the publication of this Re- 
port two years afterwards, 
right hon. Gentleman came into office in 
October, 1905. In November, 1903, 
according to the telegrams to which we 
have listened this afternoon, fresh in- 
formation was expressly given to the 
War Office, but, so far as we can under- 
stand the right hon. Gentleman’s speech, 
he does not get information 
matter unt | December 7th, 1904. That 
is a very long interval, and we were 
anxious to hear how the right hon. 
Gentleman explained 
tacking the right hon. Gentleman, but 
surely the head of a great’ Department 
ought not to remain in ignorance of a 
matter so important as this without some 
minor officials being held responsible. 
It certainly shows a somewhat remark- 
able laxity of administration, 


and vigor- 
State 


Passing to the remarkable 
ous defence of the ex-Secretary of 


for War, I would ask the House to consider | 
What has the | 


what it all amounts to. 


{26 June 1905} 


| of 
However, the | 


of the | 
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not pass over without grave examination. 
He has denied the statement that these 
stores were offered to the Repatriation 
Department and refused by them. That 
is a most important denial to which 
I wil return presently. One of the 
most important parts of the indictment 


my hon. and learned friend was 
that in which he pointed out that 
the Government had been warned, 


I will not say of the probability of 
these scandals, but of the existence of 
a state of things in South Africa and of 
a condition of affairs in the Supply De- 
partment from which reasonable men 
might well infer that some mischief such 
as that which has arisen might be 
expected to rise. The matter was raised 


by the Leader of the Opposition himself 


I am not at- | 
| inquiry. 
le , 

| instead 


in March, 1902, and the Government 
ought to have made the most careful 
If it had been a business house 

a Government Department 
what would have happened ? On the 
disclosures of the right hon. Gentleman 


| the Leader of the Opposition, any business 


house, without waiting for Select Com- 


| mittees or Royal Commissions, would, by 


ithe ordinary methods 


in- 
its 


of business 


vestigation, have informed itself by 


‘agents in South Afriea how far the facts 


right hon. Gentleman admitted, what has | 
| ing any such measures the Prime Minister 
'vave one of those dialectical replies in 


he omitted, and what has he answered 2 
He has admitted—indeed. he could not 
deny—the dual system of salis 


purchases—a very euphemistic way of | 


describing what seems to have been the 
most insane proceeding known in the 
history of any Administration. He has 
also admitted that the system is a bad 
one 5 
of great importance in relation to the 
question of Ministerial responsibility, 
that he knew nothing whatever about it. 
An important charge against the Govern- 
ment was that the South African authori- 
ties had been permitted to cease sending 
their monthly returns of the sales of 
stores, and upon that the right hon. 
Gentleman has given no eXplanation or 
defence whatever. Then what has he 
omitted 2 He has omitted all reference 
to the specifie cases dealt with in the 
Report of the Committee. 
has he denied ? 


and re- | 


and he has admitted, too, what is | 





He has made a remark- | vised devices. 


disclosed reflected on the competence and 
capacity of Colonel Morgan and the 
Supply Department. Instead of adopt- 


said — 


He 


“How can you expect us to lay the heavy 
burden of an inquiry of this kind upon the 
Department in the middle of a war?” 


which he delights. 


I agree that we could not have hi ad a 
long litigious i inquiry in the middle of the 
war, but that by no means exhausted the 
alternatives. There was still open what 
I have described as a business investiga- 
tion. Orthere was another course which 
ought not to have escaped the attention 
of the Government. Even if they pre- 
ferred to pass a sponge over the past, 
thev ought at least to have taken warning 
for the future. They should have done 
their best to ensure that in future 
contracts of any magnitude Colonel 
Morgan and the Supply Department were 


And what | not left to their unchecked and unsttper- 


That is the most vital 


able denial, which I hope the House will | part of the negligence of the Ministry, 


F 2 








167 South Africa 


That they did not take such steps adds 
to their responsibility to-day, There is, 
or used to be, a legal principle that every 
dog was allowed his bite, but after 
he had had his one bite his owner was 
held responsible in damages for sub- 
sequent bites. The Parliamentary debate 
in 1902 showed that Colonel Morgan had 
had bis * bite,” and if the Government 
insisted in maintaining him in office 
they did it at their own risk. 
The charge against the Government 
cannot be too explicitly stated. They 
were indifferent to the interests of the 
British taxpaver. Tlat charge, T think, J 
can make good, and indeed amplify. They 


were not merely indifferent to the interests | 


of the British taxpayer, but when the 
interests of the British taxpayer came 
into conflict with the interes‘s and desires 
of local speculators in South Africa the 
interests of the British taxpayer had to 
give way. 


Now that brings me to the question 


of repatriation—one which I think | 
the Secreiary of State for India| 
scarcely appreciates. My hon. and 


learned friend stated that the Repatriation 


Committee refused to trike ove: the 


stores, 
asked where is the evidence of that? 
In the very lengthy Blue-book that has 


been issued it is one of the most impor- | 


tant points in Colonel Morgan’s evidence. 
Colonel Morgan stated in explicit terms 
that he was present at an interview 
in Lord Milner’s house when it was 
decided that the Repatriation Committee 
should refuse to take over the stores. 
Does this House really appreciate what 
that means? Tf itis true, and I see no 
reason to doubt its truth, it is a worse 
thing than the Meyer scandals and the 
dual system of sale and re-purehase, In 
the supreme duty of repatriating the 
victims of the war, the British taxpayer 
had the advantage of these immense 
quantities of stores, which were just of 
the kind that were wanted, and just in 


the places most convenient for distribu- | 


tion. But the taxpayer was not allowed 
to use this advantage. What was the 
excuse? It was that ‘it would not be 
fair to the local merchants,” I hope the 
inquiry will discover who these merchants 
were, and what were the prices they 
obtained for their stocks. Though their 


Mr. Robson. 


(COMMONS! 


The Sccretary of State for India | 
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names are not given, it is possible to 
entertain a shrewd suspicion of the sort 
of names they will be. Meanwhile these 
very merchants were “ina state of war” 
with us, according to Colonel Morgan’s 
}ev'dence, for they were ‘making a 
| corner” against theGovernment. These 
| were the gentlemen for whom the tax- 
paver was mulcted. I say that the worst 
part of this scandal is the repatriation 
part. I should like to know who it is 
who deserves reprimand in that matter. 
The Colonial Secretary at that time was 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Birmingham. If ever the quality 
of a business man was wanted it was here, 
[ hop? that those who take further part 
in the debate will fasten attention on the 
monstrous and scandalous fact,as revealed 
by the Report of the Committee, that 
we had stores in South Africa, and that 
we were not allowed to use them in order 
that we migiit put unearned profits into 
the pockets of local speculators. 





Sr CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford): I was the individual who was 
' responsible to some extent for inducing 
the Government to appoint the Contract 
Committee in 1900, which had to investi- 
gate the question of rotten hay and the 
(bad stores supplied at that time. We 
found that everything was for the best 
in the best of all possible Depart- 
iments, that the hay went bad, that 
nobody was to blame at all, and that 
nobody was to be hanged for it. Well, 
{ suppose that this Commission wil 
probably come to a different conclu- 
ision. IT have never been an enthusiastic 
}admirer of the War Office since I have 
heen in this House. T have never been 
able quite to understand what they 
were about, and T have never been 
surprised at anything they hive done, 
jut To am to some extent surprised ut 
the Report of the Committee of Sir 
William Butler. There are two or three 
things which I find it quite impossible 
to understind. One is that the general 
oilicer in command = should have full 
powers placed in his hands and should 
| know nothing of what was going on in 
this particular matter. 





! 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 
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169 South Africa 
EVENING SITTING. 


SOUTH AFRICA (SALES AND REFUNDS). 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Question [26th June], “ That 
the conduct of His Majesty’s Government 
in connection with the supply and dis- 
posal of Stores and the Sales and Re- 
funds to Contractors in South Africa 
at the end of the War, and their failure 
to inquire promptly into and deal with 
those transactions, deserve the censure 
of this House.””—(Sir Robert Reid.)— 


Question again proposed. 


Sir CARNE RASCH: Mr. Speaker, 
before the adjournment I ventured to say 
that in my opinion the usual steps 
appear to have been taken that always 
are taken in matters of this kind. I do 
not propose to take up the time of the 
Hou se at any length, but I must ask the 
indulgence of hon. Members for a short 
time because I have had some experi- 
ence in these contract Committees. I 
was instrumental in g:tting the Com- 
mittee on Contracts appointed by the 
Government in March, 1{09. The Re- 
port of the Committee was not  par- 
ticularly satisfactory and I hope the 
Report of the Committee ncw appointed 
will be more satisfactory. In the Com- 
mittee on Contracts appointed in 1900 
we had to examine and report on the 
stores shipped to the front nine months 
prior in the beginning of the war. The 
result was not particularly striking. 
We found that everything was for the 
best in the best of all possible War 
Offices and that nobody was to blame. 
We proved that the hay went bad of 
itself and that we could b'ame nobody 
and do nothing, and shortly after- 
wards the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chairman of the Co:mittee was called to 
another place. On this _ particular 
occasion, too, I also had the pleasure of 
telling the House that I was never sur- 
prised at anything the War Office did, 
and that I had consistently opposed 
them ever since I had been in the 
Hou e. 


I do not think in this case the War 
Office is wrong, and I am e:rtain the , 
Government are not to blame. But 
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I was surprised to find that a general 
officer, by his own confession, knew 
nothng. of what was going on in this 
connection, and I thought it was odd 
that when financial exper's were sent 
out to South Africa by the War Office to 
report on the question of finance that 
they should not see what was going on 
under their noses. I myself, at this par- 
ticular period, put a Question to the 
Secretary -of State for War calling 
attention to this matter of the selling of 
these stores which the War Office ap- 
peared to know nothing about, and of 
which very few people in the country had 
any notion. I cannot understand 
why, when there was a plethora of 
stores at the central depot and 
none in the Transvaal, and next to 
none in the Orang: Free State, the 
stores Should not have been transferred 
instead of being sold. Would it 
not have been better to have sent 
the stores to the Orang: Fre2 State and 
the Transvaal rather than to have sold 
them as they did? [I certainly cannot 
see why we should sell with the left hand 
anil buy in againat double the price with 
the right. What the country would like 
to know is, was the Government right in 
trusting men who had ‘betrayed their 
trust, what was the real amount of 
loss caused by the sale of these stores, 
and whether the Government did their 
best with the not very efficient weapon to 
their hands. 


So far as the Report goes, it is not 
my purpose to say much about it, 
but, as one connected with the Press, 
{ should say it is rather an excellent 
piece of picturesque and descriptive re- 
porting than a great State Paper. I do 
not think the Government is to blame, 
because I do not think that any Govern- 
ment could have done more to sweep out 
the Augean stables at Pall Mall and put 
the War Office on a proper footing than 
the right hon. Gentleman and his col- 
leagues in the present Government — 

“The mills of God grind slowly 
But they grind exceeding small,” 
and the mills of the War Office grind 
very slowly also, but I think they have 
made considerable progress auring the 
last nine years. Neither the Govern- 
ment nor the War Office are to blame, 
but rather the man in the street and the 
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House of Commons. Everybody knows 
chat when an Army debate is engaging 
she attention of the House everybody 
flies to the furthest corner of the building 
as if the plague was in this Chamber, and 
so far as the country is concerned every- 
body knows that for the last 200 years 
it has been impossible to get the country 
as a body to take an intelligent. interest 
in the Army atall. It is abandoned by 
the country, which pays the men who 
do the fighting for it as little as it can, 
and grumbles when it pays the bill. We 
had a considerable amount of flash music- 


South Africa 


hall enthusiasm when the war was on— | 


“killing Kruger with your mouth—” by 
men who would no! pay 6d. towards it, 
and directly the war was over the Army 
was dropped like a hot potato. As to 
the present condition of things which | 
make us the laughing stock of Europe, | 
as we are in this matter, that is not the 
fault of the 
nent, but the fault of the neglect of the 
\rmy by the country ever since the 
Army was instituted. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
The balance of argument in favour of | 
the defence so far has rested on the | 
:peech of the Secretary of State for India. 
The speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
questioned the competence of the Butler 
ommittee and General Butler in particu- | 
lar, and his case was to sweep that away | 
and the responsibility of the Government | 
disappears entirely. Now 
that at once. If the Butler Committee 
had not been appointed the responsibility 
of the Government would have been as 
great. I do not intend to attack the | 
Government on the ground of the 
Butler Committee Report—but on pe 
Report of the Elgin Commission 
(902-3, and on the Report of the | 
Comptroller and Auditor - General of | 
January 3lst this year. 
say those two Reports constitute in my 
opinion & monumental record of adminis- 
‘rative incapacity, I do not think there 
13 anything more monumental than the 


neompetency displayed throughout the | ; 


‘hole of t::s miserable South Afric. ; 
: fair, than the patience of the British 
public. Again and again have Reports 
een issued which have filled the public 
with shame and dismay at the disclosures 


vf grave incompetence on the part of the | subsequently. 


Sir Carne Rasch. 


{COMMONS} 


War Office or the Govern- | 


I traverse | 


And I must | 
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Government. The public grumbles for a 
few weeks and then, having footed the Bill 
for the millions out of which it is fleeced, 
they have gone away consoling them- 
selves for some mysterious and inscrut- 
able reason with the reflection that it will 
be just as bad or perhaps worse next 
time. And so, Mr. Speaker, will it be so 
long as the public attitude is what it is, 
So long as the public’s only punishment 
for incapacity on the most colossal scale 
is to shrug its shoulders and say, ‘ Oh, let 
bygones be bygones,” things will be just 
as bad in the future as they have been in 
| the rast. To “let bygones be bygones” 
| is a fine sporting instinct; but there are 
| times when you dare not indulge it. 





I cannot pursue the subject at any 
length, but take the record of three years 
| prior to the outbreak of the war. What was 
| the experience of the Government ? They 
were literally bombarded in 1896, 1897- 
| 1898 with precise and detailed informa- 
| tion as to the Boer preparations for the 
| war. Sir William Butler, Sir John Ardagh, 
| Major Altham, Mr. Conyngham Green, 
| Admiral Harris, Sir Andrew Noble, and 

scores of others, sent week after week the 
most detailed statements of the state of 
| affairs we should have to meet. What 
happened to those statements I do not 
/know; nobody appears to have heard 
'them, but as a matter of history, I know 
that the campaign had not opened three 
‘weeks before our supplies were all ex- 
'hausted and we were brought to the verge 
of national disaster. What did Sir 
| George Taubman Goldie repert— 


“That only an extraordinary combination of 
fortunate circumstances, external and internal, 
saved the Empire during the early months of 

”? 


| 

i ; 

of | And Viscount Esher went further and 
added the note to the Report— 

| “The condition in 1899 as disclosed in Sir 

Henry Brac — y's memoranduin shows that 

| cither the Secretary of State was guilty of 
culpable nezlee t or that he was in ignorance of 
the fact-. 


What has happened since then? Was 
nybody brought to book? Certainly 
not. The Secretary of State for War 
was promoted to the office of Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs and 
-made Leader of the Government Party in 
| another place. Now take what happened 
Take the matter we are 
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dealing with now, which is only one inci- 
dent of the contract scandals, brought 
before the House with the greatest 
possible detail on January 3lst, 1902, 
by the hon. Member for Est Mayo, 
particularly with reference to the Cold 
Storage Company. No-ching was done 
with regard to that. The most specific 
details were given as to the enormous 
prolit these people were making by selling 
frozen meat when they had undertaken 
to sell fresh meat, and a few weeks later 
the matter was raised in a more acute 
form. On March 17th the Leader of the 
Opposition moved— 

“That a Select Committee be appointed to 
inquire into all contracts and purchases made 
by or on behalf of the Government for His 
Majesty’s forces in South Africa, in respect of 
remounts, meat, forage, and transport.” 
and he said with greit politic 1 pre- 
science— 

“What we want to do is to protect the tax- 
payers’ interest, which is our prime duty ; and 
that protection can only be given by inquiring 
now while the matter is red hot.” 

He was hotly opposed by the Govern- 
ment for the reason that, although .the 
war was over in 1900, for the purposes of 
the general election, when it came to a 
question of inquiry in 1902, the war 
was not over, and the Secretary of State | 
for War, the present Secretary of State 
for India, then said it would be playing 
into the hands of our enemies in the 
field to enter into the question. You 
cinnot‘have it both ways. You cannot 
finish a war for the purposes of an election 
and open it afresh when inquiry is de- 
mandel. I remember what the Secre- 
tary of State for India said in March, 
1902, when this Commission was asked 
for. It was this— 





“T do appeal to all Menibers of the House 
who desire the campaign to be satisfactorily 
carried through to support the Government, | 
not in burking any inquiry at the present 
moment for their own advantage, but in post- 
poning it to a season when it can be properly 
carried through, being contident in the interval 
that everything which devotion to the public 
service can do will be done to provide our 
Army in the tield with those things which will 
inake it efficient with the least: possible cost to 
the public.” 


The disclosures of the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General’s Report of 1904-5 show 
how that promise has been carried out 
for the four years. The answer to the 
refusal of the right hon. Gentleman and 
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the Government t> grant an inquiry in 
1902 is to be found not only inthe Report 
ofthe Butler Committee, but in the Report 
of the Comptroller and Auditor-General. 
1 should like to know how many millions 
have been wasted as the result of the 
refusal of the Government to grant the 
inquiry in March, 1902. The hon. Mem- 
ber for King’s Lynn says it is about 
£65,000,000. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for India took 
one small point and said we had bought 
material to the amount of £1,270,000, 
and sold it at a loss of £50),000—a 
loss of 40 per cent. on the transact ons. 
The right hon. Gentleman took that small 
point out of the whole of this expenditure 
of £250,090,000, and then he laid his 
hand upon his heart and said, * What 
fine sound business men we are.” If 
the right hon. Gentleman conducted his 
own private affairs in that way he would 
tind he would make the acquaintance of 
the Official Receiver in Bankruptcy in 
about a fortnight. Nobody was punished. 
The right hon. Gentleman was promoted 
to be Secretary of State for India as a 
reward for his great incompetence. 
The Government has been conspicuously 
consistent in all these dealings. Their 
attitude has been one of supercilious in- 
difference and unconcern either to 
Parliamentary or public opinion. So 
long as that attitude could be maintained 
the Government miintained it. 


The Government has had to be pushed 
on in all these matters by the House of 
Commons, which has had to wring replies 
out of them. Take one proof of what I 
say; take the specific cases dealt with 
by the Butler Committee which were also 
dealt with in the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General, which was 
issued to Members on Friday, March LOth. 
Those who read that Report saw that it 
was an appalling document. I asked a 
(Juestion on Monday, March 15, of which I 
had given private notice, as to whether the 
Prime Minister would grant ficilities for 
the discussion of this Report issued on 
What was the 
The right hon. 


the previous Friday. 
Answer I received ? 
Gentleman replied — 

“ As I have regretfully had to say more than 
once, in the present state of public business, it 
is impossible for me to grant the facilities asked 
for.” 
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Then the Press began to take notice of 
the Report, and to comment upon it, 
and it was then seen to be a State docu- 
ment of the gravest importance. A 
storm began to brew. 
down again on Thursday, March 16 four 
days afte, and this was the reply I 
received — 


South Africa 


“In my opinion the matter of the Report of 
the Comptroller and Anditor-General is of a 
very serious character and requires to be 
thoroughly sifted. The very last thing | 
desire is that the House should be exelnded 
from any legitimate opportunity of probing 
the matter to the bottom.” 

That is the Answer I received on the 
Thursday following the statement on the 
Monday that no facilities co :ld be given. 
Why this sudden change? Because the 
Government saw that there was going 
to be trouble over this matter and that 
the public were going to take a real 
interest in it. 


Now I turn to the speech of the present 
Secretary of State for War to dea! with 
one point he made this afternoon. The 

: ; : 

light hon. Gentleman stated this after- 
noon that he did not know of this dual 
system.of sales to the Government from 
a contractor and repurchases back from 
the Government by the contractor until 
January 7th this year. I accept his 
statement, but when I turn to the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor- 
General, issued to this House on March 
10th, but signed on January 3lst this 
year, I see on this point the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General says— 

“In paragraph 82 of last year’s Report a 
brief reference was made to:certain large sales 
and purchases of forage apparently entailing 
a considerable loss which seemed to require 
further explanation. Further transactions of a 
similar nature have been observed in the 
course of the examination of the accounts for 
1903-4, and in March last I drew the attention 
of the War Office to the different rates at 
which similar stores brought to account in the 
same month had been sold to, and purchased 
from Contractor ‘A.’ To this query, which will 
be found printed in the appendix, no reply has 
been reveived.” 


It is a very serious thing for a con- 
scientious Minister to be left in such a 
position as to have to get up and say 
that he did not know about this until 
January 7th this year. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I said that 


I did not know anything had arisen out , 


Dr, Macnamara. 


(COMMONS) 


I put the Question | 
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of it calling for inquiry. We made the 


inquiry, itis quite true. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: If the War 
Office made the inquiry why did they 
not send it on to the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General ? 


ARNOLD-FORSTER: It 


Mr. was 
sent. 

*De. MACNAMARA: It was not 
received when this Report was issued 
on January 31st. femember the 
inquiry was fifteen months before 
this. Why did it take — fifteen 
months to transmit? Now Contrac- 
tor B ani Contractor C are simular 
cases. I need not go into the details 


except to say that oats were sold to the 
Government at 17s. 10d. per 100 lbs. and 
repurchased at lls. All this is set out 
in great detail in this Report and the 
information must have been in the 
possession of the War Office in March, 


1904. The right hon. Gentleman told 
the hon. Member for Monmouth on 


Friday last that those firms were no longer 
contractors. Pressed with further inquiry 
on Friday last as to when these con- 
tractors’ names had been struck off the list 
of Army contractors, the right hon. 
Gentleman answered ‘‘on June Ist this 
year.” Why did the War Office take 
fifteen months to strike off their names ? 
There is one other point. If the War 
Office was not familiar with all this, has 
not the right hon, Gentleman any 
comment to make on the evidence of 
Colonel Morgan before the Butler 
Committee? Question No. 5150 was 
addressed to Colonel Morgan by Colonel 
Hadfield, and attention was drawn to 


the following telegram sent out in 
September, 1903, addressed to the 


general at Pretoria— 

* Central Sapply Account, June last, shows 
large sales of hay, bran, mealies, and meal to 
contractors, and purchases of same class arti- 
cles from the same persons at higher prices ; 
telegraph explanation of institution of this, 
and report by post.” 

The reply arrived in October stating 
that Meyer, Limited, had purchased for 
large sums hay, bran, and mealies, and 
that on December 4th last a tender was 
accepted from the same firm to supply 
first-class goods. . Public money was 
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saved by the transaction. My question 
is, if the present Secretary for War did 
not know that there was anything to call 
for explanation till January 7th, 1905, 
how was it that the War Office sent that 
telegram in September, 1963, to South 
Africa calling for this explanation? I 
accept the right hon. Gentleman’s state- 
ment that he did not know. But why 
did he not know? Who was keeping 
him in the dark ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is 

. ° . . 
perfectly obvious why 1 did not know 
of the queries which had been made. 
The answer to that telegram was 
regarded at the time as satisfactory, but 
whenthe Finance Department came to 
examine the accounts and vouchers, 
they considered the explanation was not 
satisfactory, and it was because they 
considered it unsatisfactory that we 
appointed this Departmental Committee. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: The reply came 
hack on October Ist, 1903, and was 
deemed to be satisfactory by the then 
Secretary for State, and yet these people 
were allowed to go on contracting till 
June Ist, 1905. I consider the explana- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman most 
unsatisfactory. This is only one charac- 
teristic incident in the whole story of 
administrative incompetence. I believe 
that the whole thing was a muddle, that 
the War Office authorities did not know 
about it. and that nowon June Ist, when 
the row began, these people were struck 
off the list. The House of Commons 
must not be told that fifteen months 
were allowed to pa:s without some 
explanation being given. ‘Take another 
characteristic incident from the amaz- 
ing mass of ineptitude. Here is a 
Parliamentary Paper giving details of 
stores destroyed in Scuth Africa be- 
cause of their deterioration, or because 
they were defective in the _ first 
instance. Between 1889 and 1901 
£250,000 worth of stores were destroyed, 
and, with regard to £106,009 worth of 
that amount the War Office is not in a 
position to give the names of the 
contractors who supplied these stores! 
To whom did they pay the bill? Where 
are the receipts? They must have the 
receipts, and yet they cannot tell us 
the names of the contractors! Take 
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another characteristic instance which 
had to do with stores. Fifty million 
rounds of small arms ammunitior were 
found to be unserviceable and completely 
useless, and they were broken‘up. Yet 
the War Office cannot tell us the names of 
the firms who supplied these 50 000,000 
rounds of ammunition. We are 
bound to come to grief if we ge on 
in this way. But I am quite hopeless 
of reform. I do not think anything 
will be done in this matter.  Pro- 
bably the House will reject this vote 
of censure and we shall go on in 
the same old way. ‘The Government 
will be whitewashed ; everybody will be 
whitewashed, just as they were after 
the terrible Report of the Roebuck Com- 
mission fifty years ago. The public will 
be angry for about six weeks, and then 
there will be test cricket matches, billiard 
tournaments, and bridge problems, and 
all will be forgotten. But one fine day 
we British muddlers will run up against 
a thoroughly and scientifically organised 
Power like Japan, and then John Bull 
will awake in real earnest, cursing the 
happy-go-lucky folly and unconcern 
which in the end will have been his 
undoing. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field): A serious feature of this debate 
is the very | ght-hearted way in which the 
present Secretary for War has treated a 
very serious matter. We are not dis- 
cussing the individual responsibility of 
the officers in South Africa or at the 
War Office; we are discussing the respon- 
sibility of His Majesty's Ministers for a 
very tremendous waste of money. The 
question is—Has the indictment of my 
hon. and learned friend been brought 
home to the conviction of this House ? 
[ have not the slightest doubt that if the 
vote were to be taken by ballot every 
Member in the House woull be found 
against the Government. Not a single 
Member on the Ministerial side of the 
House, who was not officially connected 
with the Government, has stood up in 
his place to defend the Government. 
And certainly the defence put forward by 
the right hon. Gentleman who was prim- 
arily responsible, the Secretary for India, 
and by the present Secretary for War 
is not any real defence to the charges 
made against them. So far as_ the 
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knowledge of the House is concerned the 
dual system of contracting was the prim- 
ary cause of the enormous waste of money 
tothe uation. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary for India, under whose 
administration the dual system was 
set up, has admitted to-day that he 
knew nothing about the dual con- 
tract system, and that it was wholly 
indefensible. That fact in itself goes 
to condemn the Government. The right 
hon. Gentleman knew nothing whatever 
about it, and yet he, in a mysterious 
manner, hints that there are parties of 
whom we know nothing yet to be 
brought to account. So far as it can be 
called a defence, it is the weakest defence 
ever offered by a responsible Adminis- 
tration to this House and the country. 
I ask every business man in the 
House whether. if they were direciors of 
a company and the secretary or 
managing director were guilty of such 
laches, would not the shareholders insist 
at once on such a secretary or such a 
minaging director being dismissed from 
the management of the company? Why 
should we not apply the same action to 
th» political directors of the nation ? 
In Septeraber, 1903, it was known to 
the War Office that there were grave 
irregularities in respect to these contracts 
which had resulted in the large loss, and 
a telegram was sent to Sir Neville 
Lyttelton, the representative of the 
Government in South Africa. to know 
what was the explanation; and yet 
to-day the director at the War Office 
stood up and said that he knew nothing 
about this dual system of contractors 
until December, 1¢04. 


South Africa 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I did not 
know anything at that date arising out 
ot the dual system which called for action, 


Sr JAMES WOODHOUSE: Did you, 
or did you not, know? I desire to put 
my Quest on with every courtesy, and [ 
um sure that the right hon. Gentleman 
will have the courtesy to give me a 
proper Answer. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: ‘Lhe hon. Gentleman 
must address the Chair, and put his 
Question ia the third person. 

Sir James Woodhouse. 





{COMMONS} 
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Str JAMES WOODHOUSE: Did the 
right hon. Gentleman know before the 
month of December last, that on October 
Ist, 1903, this telegram was sent by the 
War Office to General Lyttelton? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Most cer- 


tainly not. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: Then 
when did the right hon. Gentleman first 
become aware of this inquiry being made 
by the War Office at the end of September, 
1903 ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
already stated that as soon 2s I became 
aware there was any irregularity I took 
proceedings by instituting aninquiry. I 
was aware in June and July that there 
was matter for inquiry, and, as I have 
already informed the hon. Member, 
inquiry was being made. I was not aware 
at all for months that this telegram had 
passed. After all, it was one of 
thousands of transactions which were 
golng through the Financial Department 
of the War Office in connection with 
transactions which had taken place long 
before I had anything todo withit. I 
had nothing whatever to do with the 
initiation of these transactions. When 
the vouchers came to hand to be checked 
I took what steps I could to see the 
checking was effective. 


Str JAMES WOODHOUSE: I gather 
from that statement that the right hon. 
Gentleman really did not know of that 
inquiry by the War Office in September. 
1903, until the month of June, 1604. It 
is something to get such an admission as 
that. The right hon. Gentleman then 
caused further inquiries to be made in 
South Africa and got no reply until 
October Sist, 1904. 


Mr. ARNOLD FORSTER: That is 
not what I said; that is not the fact. 
I said the final reply was not given until 
the date I named. I explained what 
took plaice; that there had been inter- 
mediate correspondence in order to 
enable the authorities in South Africa 





‘to give us their reply. 
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Sin JAMES WOODHOUSE: Between 
June, 1904, and October Ist, 1904, cor- 
respondence was being carried on on 
the subject of these contracts, and then 
the authorities in South Africa said: 
“Why, you have in England Captain 
Limond who could tell you all about 
this. 
about ?” 


Me. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That is 
not the fact. I s.id the authorities in 
South Africa we had communicated 
with were not able to answer this 
inquiry without communicating with 
(iptain Limond, and when they hid 
communicated with him they Gommuni- 
cated with us. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: It is 
typical of the way the War Office con- 
duct their business. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The War 
Oilice had nothing whatever to do 
with it. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: If the 
auswer is that the War Office had no- 
thing whatever to do with it, that is not 
the view which the country will take. 


Mr. ARNOLD FORSTER: They had 
nothing whatever to do with the fact 
that the authorities in South Africa 
thought it necessary, in order to make 
out their reply, to communicate with 
Captain Limond. They had nothing 
whatever to do with it. They were not 
aware of it. The hon. Member has no 
right to travesty that into a statement 
that the War Office had nothing what- 
ever to do with the matter. 


Sr JAMES WOODHOUSE: My only 
Wish is to elicit information from the 
tight hon, Gentleman. I understood 
him to say that Captain Limond was in 
England, and that he could give in- 
formation. Why did the right hon. 
Gentleman not get hold of Captain 
Limond and get to the bottom of that 
matter at that time. It seems to me 
that the War Office did not wish to take 
a shortened cut to get at the bottom of 
any case, Everything that they have 
done shows the ineptitude of the War 
Office. 
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was the establishment of the system of 


dual contracts, and the ineptitude of the 


What are you writing to us, 


The real origin of this matter | 


War Oilice in dealing with it. If the 
Quartermaster -General’s original view, 
that there ought to be no local contrasts, 
had been acted upon, there would never 
have been this dual system, 


Another very extraordinary action on 
the part of the War Office was that, having 
ordered monthly returns of all sales and 
supplies to be sent, that was not carried 
out. That would have formed a most 
substantial check against this wastage and 
the consequent Icss. I want to know 
who was responsible for the War Office 
cancelling that order In April, 1905. 


*Mr. BRODRICK, rising amidst 
Opposition cries of “Answer!” : I can- 
not name in this House, when the 
Commission is about to sit, names which 
will be brought before that Commission. 
[ have my own views who is responsible ; 
the Commission must decide. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: The 
Commission will deal with that point as 
affe ting other individuals, but my point 
is that this is a serious matter for His 
Ma,esty’s Ministers. As the right hon. 
Gentleman is responsible to this House, 
we have the right to ask lim why there 
was cancelled on April 24th, 1903, an 
order for the return every month of the 
sales and stores in South Africa. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I entirely decline 
to reply to these interrogatories. The 
Leader of the Opposition has chosen to 
impeach the Government on this question 
at the moment that the whole question 
is placed before a Commission. Am I to 
lay down before the decision what is or 
is not my view as to the responsibility 
attaching to certain persons? I know 
the persons and I know the facts. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
You are responsible. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I am not in a 
position to do it, and I cannot do it. If 
[ am not in a position to do it, it is 
becaus? [ am in the hands of those who 
have chosen to impeach the Government 
at this moment. 
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Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: = This | 


position is most extraordinary. It is| 
treating the House like a lot of children. | 
Hon. Members opposite may support the | 
Government in the lobby with their 
votes, but I am perfectly 
nation at large will not do so. The right 
hon. Gentleman was the managing director 
of this concern at that time, and stood 
up in the House and said he knew why 
that order was cancelled, but he declined 
to tell the House of Commons why. If 


hon. Members opposite after that could | 
in support of the | 


go into the lobby 
Government, there was an end to wise 
and prudent administration, Mr. Flynn, 
the officer sent out to South Africa on 
purpose to look into the administration 
of that matter, attributed the loss 
caused to the public to placing in the 
position of Director of Supplies an officer 
who, in his opinion, wes obviously 
unequal to the post. The right hon. 
Gentleman was responsible for that, and 
that incapacity was not limited to the 
Director of Supplies. It extended to the 
Commander-in-Chief whom they sent to 
South Africa. General Lyttelton con- 
victed himself as an incompetent officer, 
so far as those supplies were concerned, 
by his own evidence. The vague way 
he answered questions, and his forgetful- 
ness on all material points, showed that 
he Was no more capable of managing 
that matter than one of His Majesty’s 
Ministers. A most extraordinary pro- 
cedure took place. Meyer took all the 
stocks of oats at £127,000. He took 
them over under contract, having 
previously entered into a contract to sell 
back what he had bought. [Minisrertan 
cries of ‘No, no! om But that is the 
evidence. I can give the exact dates. 
Meyer’s tender was submitted ov October 
10th, and accepted on November 25th. 
Having secured the right to have all this 
forage he submits a tender to buy from 
us on December 4th. That is accepted 
on January 10th, although a fortnight 
before telegrams had gone forth giving in- 
structions to hand over the whole sup- 
ply at lls. per 109 lbs., to Meyer. 


Having secured the right to have all this 
forage from the Government, and having 
become responsible for this large-sum of 
money, Meyer discovered that some of the 
oats were bad—or rather, that !s the allega- 
tion, though there is not the slightest | 
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| tittle of evidence in support of it. He 
| made a claim in re spect to these alleged 
| bad oats, and was given a refund of 
| £21,000. He actually got a cheque for 
this amount before we received a farthing 
ofmoney from him. But my complaint in 
| this matter is against the General Officer 
Commanding. “When General Lyttelton 
was asked how it was that such a cheque 
could be given without his authority he 
replied, “There may have been a practice 
of writing on a paper ‘G.O.C. approves,’ 
but it does not follow that T had seen it.” 
If you have a commanding officer carry- 
ing on a system lke that, it is not 
surprising that these large sums of money 
should have disapeared in South Africa 
in the way they have done. I should 
like to know, apropos of what the 
Secretary of State for India has said this 
afternoon, when he tried to belittle the 
figures as to the loss to the nation as 
against the five or six millions we un- 


doubtedly did lose—— 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No. 
Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: I should 
like to esk the right hon. Gentleman 


whether the War Office did not advise 
the right hon. Member for Croydon, when 


he was Chancellor of the Exchequer, that 


there would be five or six millions of 
money resulting from these resales ? 
*Mr. BRODRICK dissented. 

Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Croydon 
is not in his place or I would have asked 
him the question. Perhaps we shall get 
that important piece of evidence, which I 
believe exists, established by the Royal 
Commission, [At this moment Mr. 
RircHIE entered the House and took his 
seat.] Iam glad to see the right hon. 
(rentleman in his place, and I will repeat 
the statement. I will ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether it is not the fact that, 
during his tenure of the office of Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, the War Office 

‘led him to believe that five or six millions 

sterling would be forthcoming from the 
sales of these surplus stores in South 
Africa ? 


*Me. RITCHIE (Croydon): I do not 
know that I ought to be interrogated 











aS SS OE 


FS se’ eS CT 





185 South Africa 


quitean that way. I think I liave already 
stated in the House during one of the 
financial discussions—-I forget which 
—that I was informed by the War Office, 
at the time of my considering the Budget, 
that they hoped to be able to return about 
six millions, which I expected might pay 
off some of the Floating Debt. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: I thought 
my recollection was not so bad as the 
memory of the right hon. Gentleman. I 
am afraid I have already occupied the 
attention of the 
[* No, no!”’]—but in conclusion I wish 
to say that | hope the House will, after 
due consideration of the whole of the cir- 
cumstances, come to the conclusion that 
this is a serious matter for the nation and 
the Government, and not one to be 
treated in the light-hearted way which 
has been adopted by right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. 


Mr. McKENNA: I hope that after 
te statement just made by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Croy- 
don that the Secretary for Jndia_ will 
reconsider his decision in regard to 
this debate. The right hon. Gentle- 
man asked the House for this money 
in order to purchase supplies, and 
we voted him that money. He stated, in 
June, 1902, that the value of stores in 
South Africa was about £7,000,000, and 
that he hoped to hand over to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer between 
£5,000,00) and £6,000,000 as the result 
of the sale of these stores. Does the 
right hon. Gentieman not consider that 
itis his duty to explain to this House 
why it is that £5.00),090 or £6,000,000 
were not paid over, 
system of sales and contracts for supplies 
in South Africa, the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for India received 
monthly statements up to the end of 
October, 1902. He asked for the con- 
tinuance of those statements, but he did 
not get them. Will the right hon. 
Gentleman stil rfuse to tell the House, 
who gave him the money for the supplies 


and who has a right to ask what he had | 


done with the money, why those state- 
ments were not made monthly? [Opro- 


stron eries of ‘Answer, Brodrick.’’] I / 


sppeal to hon. Gentlemen opposite to 
support this demand, especially when 


(26 Jun 


House too long | 


As part of the | 
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they are told by the then Chancellor of 
the Exchequer that £5,000,000 or 
£6,000,000 should have come back to the 
taxpayers, but did not. Why wasit that 
the right hon. Gentleman did not insist 
upon getting a monthly statement as to 
the condition of our stores ? 





Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: Iam going to 
speak later on; perhaps the hon. Mem- 
ber will allow me to reply. [Opposition 
| cries of ‘ Brodrick.’’] 


Mr. McKENNA: The Prime Minister 
has not been in the House throughout 
| the debate, but the right hon. Gentleman 
/near him said that he knew the reason, 
| but would not mention the names, 
| because they would be disclosed before 
| the Roval Commission. I maintain that 
| the House of Commons has a prior right 
| to the information. The money of the 
| taxpayers has been voted on the re:pon- 
| sibility of the House, and, as the right 
‘hon. Gentleman receives his salary out of 
the taxpayers’ money, he is bound to 
; account to those who represent the tax- 
piyers, and inform us why the ordinary 
precautions were not taken to see that 
these stores were properly disposed of. 
[again appeal to the right hon. Gentle- 
man to state who is the guilty puty, 
and not screen himself behind someone 
else. You have had the money and you 
| must account for it. Let the right hon. 
Gentleman disclose the name of that 
somebody else whom he says is really the 
guilty party, and let that somebody else 
be charged. Give the person charged an 
opporiunity of being heard, but do not 
let this important matter be left to the 
Royal Comm ssion. [| appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman to tell us why 
those monthly statements, which would 
have prevented the whole of this waste, 
| were not sent in accordance with the 
plan mide by the War Office at the 
time. 





* Mr. BRODRICK: Ihave already told 
the House quite clearly the reason why 
the monthly statements which should 
have been rendered to the War Office 
were not rendered, and the responsi- 
bility which was attached to those not 
rendering them. Ihave also stated that, 
although I may have a clear view as to 
| who is responsible, I will not, in the 
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peculiar circumstances in which we stand, 
when the Government and not those 
persons are being impeached, and when 
it has been clearly stated by the Leader 
of the Opposition that all other persons 
are to be brought before the Royal Com- 
mission, give my impression and my be- 
lief in order that every member of the 
reporters’ gallery shall publish to the 
world to-morrow an incrimination of men 
whom it is the business of the Royal 
Commission to deal with. The hon. 
Member may be persistent, but he will 
find there is someone more persistent 
still on this side of the House. What 
has been alleged by the right hon. Mem- 
ber for Croydon is not in the least incon- 
sistent with what I have stated to the 
House. I have told the House what the 
amount of the actual transactions were 
and what was the loss as far as I can 
ascertain it. There is no concealment, 
but there 1s on my part an absolute 
determination not to be made a party in 
the House, on a debate which in my 
humble judgment ought never to have 
taken place, to incriminate persons on my 
testimony before the opening of the 
Royal Commission. The Royal Commis- 
sion will call these persons and they 
will cal me. and before the Commission 
the whole of the facts will be placed. 


Mr. MeKENNA: If the right hon. 
Gentleman does not intend to disclose the 
name of some unknown person who he 
alleges is responsible he ought to have 
accepted the responsibility himself. He 
is the responsible Minister at the head of 
the Department, and if he accepts the 
advice of a junior officer he ought not 
to shield himself behind the name of that 
junior, The right hon, Gentleman is the 
guilty man—[“ Oh, oh! ”]—unless he can 
show that this junior officer acted contrary 
to his orders and authority. In that case 
the right hon. Gentleman ought to disclose 
the name of the junior officer to the 
House, but if he accepts the action of the 
junior officer he ought to accept it now 
in the House and not attempt to shield 
himself behind it. Either the right hon. 
Gentleman is concealing from the House 
information which we ought to have, or 
he ought never to have charged against 
an unknown person, 28 he has done, the 
responsibility for this offence. The right 
hon. Gentleman asks--Is it to go down 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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to the Royal Commission that this 
person is guilty? Will it not appear 
from what the right hon. Gentleman 
has already said that he considers 
this person is guilty? He has thrown 
the whole of the responsibility upon 
this unknown Lieutenant X, and when 
X is disclosed—and we can all guess 
who it is—it will be quite understood 
that the nght bon. Gentleman charges 
him with havirg been the guilty party. 
And this is the right hon. Gentleman 
who was so careful to attack Sir William 
Butler’s Report. If the debate is to be 
conducted with the concealments that 
have been apparent on the Ministerial 
Bench, then it is impossible to get at the 
truth, so far as fixing responsibility is 
concerned. 


There is still one other point, and 
that is the responsibility of the See- 
retary of State. The right hon. 
Gentleman said the facts were only 
brought to his knowledge in January, 
1905; but last year he was questioned 
about these very matters. Why, of his 
own initiative, did he not direct atten- 
tion to the fact that all these millions 
/were being wasted in South Africa ? 
| Out of this whole scandal there is this 
| satisfaction, that though the War Office 
;and two successive Secretaries of State 
| have disregarded thir duty, though the 
| papers are lost, yet two years after the 
jevent, by the ordinary operations and 
| safeguards for our finance, the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General is enabled to 
discover the whole scandal. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Before I pro- 
ceed to make a brief reply to the general 
debate, [ wish at the instance of my 
right hon. friend near me 1o correct a 
small error into which he fell in the 
course of the very remarkable speech 
which he delivered to the House. He 
informed the House, quite truly, that he 
sent out two separate sets of auditors to 
deal with the immense _ financial 
transactions in which the war in South 
Africa necessarily involved us, and he 
added that to the second of those, which 
dealt with supply and contracts, had 
been added a _ representative of the 
office of the Auditor-General. It is quite 
true thata representative of the Auditor- 





General did go out to South Africa, 








Pe ee ee ens ee ee ea ae 

















189 South Africa 


but his duty was not to deal financially 
with the second but with the first of 
these transactions, It is proper to make 
that correcticn, although it is not 
material to any of the great issues raised 
in the debite, but I do it at the request 
of my right hon. friend and in justice 
to the office of the Auditor-General. 
Now, having made that br'ef explanatory 
statement, may I ask the House whether 
there could have been a speech delivered 
which more clearly showed to all who 
listened to it, and to all, if such 
there be, who will read it to-morrow, 
than the speech of the hon. Centle- 
man who has just sat down, the 
extreme inconvenience of the debate 
in which we are now engaged from the 
point of view of public procedure and the 
credit of this House, but not at all, as 
hon. Gentlemen seems rather rashly to 
suppose, otherwise than as giving my 
right hon. friend an opportunity of making 
astatement which, whatever they may 
think of it, will, I am convinced, produce 
a wide and deep impression upon the 
country ? 


Let us just consider what the hon. 
Gentleman said, and take it in con- 
nection with the Motion before us. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman who opened 
this debate—than whom Ido not believe, 
in spite of his strong political convictions, 
a juster man, a man with a greater 
natural love of justice, exists in this House 

was scrupulously careful not to touch 
upon the performances or character of 
any individual subordinates except in so 
furas it was absolutely necessary for his 
purpose, But even he was forced against 
his will, by the necessities of the situa- 
tion in which he has been placed by his 
friends near him, in order to support the 
thesis that the Governmant had behaved 
badly, to make some attacks on the 
subordinates of the Government, whose 
character, after all, they cannot come 
here to defend, which they will have an 
opportunity of defending before the 
Commission, but in regard to whom surely 
it is the grossest injustice and the most 
cruel hardship that they should find 
themselves attacked in a debate of this 
kind—a debate which hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, at all events, are not likely to 
deny is animated by the most bitter 
partisanship—that their personal honour 
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should be called in question because hon. 
Gentlemen opposite want to turn us 
out of office. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman could not wholly avoid these 
dangers. He was scrupulously anxious, 
Lam sure. to attack nobody but those 
who could defend themselves in this 
House ; but no such anxious scrupulos- 
ity animated the hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down. Observe the inevit- 
able dilemma in which hon. Gentlemen 
place us upon this bench. — [Tronical 
cheers.] Yes, quite so. Just listen 
to what the dilemma is. They bring 
a vote of censure. ‘There is a large body 
of persons concerned in these trans- 
actions, persons of different authorities 
and different grades, from the Ministerial 
heads of great Departments down to some 
subaltern in some far-off station in South 
Africa. They have been in one way or 
another connected with the great problem 
of dealing with supplies for a great 
Army, both during the war and after 
the war had come to its conclusion. 
The Opposition bring forward a Resolu- 
tion in which, out of a great body of 
men, the Parliamentary heads of the 
Department, the late Secretary of 
State for War and the present Secre- 
tary of State for War, are alone 
attacked, and with them, no doubt, 
their colleagues; but they are primarily 
attacked ; and if the fact be that reither 
of my right hon. friends was to bl: me, if 
the fact be that adequate precautions 
were takea by the late Secretiry of 
State for War and that the present 
Secretary of State for War has done 
his best to get at the root of the 
seandals, or alleged scandals, with 
which we are dealing, what possibie 
defence can be made except that the 
blame which does not attach to them 
does attach to some of their sub- 
ordinates? [OpposttTIoNn cenres of 
“Name.” ] I think that in some 
circumstances it might be necessary to 
name them. 


Mr. MCKENNA: They ought to be 
dismissed if guilty. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: It is quite 
possible ; but, at all events, are we going 
todrag these men into our debate on 
this particular day and in connection 
with this particular debate when we have 
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just appointed by the general wish of the 
House a Royal Commission who are to 
examine, not merely into the conduct of 
my right hon. friends the present and the 
late Secretaries of State for War, but to 
examine into the whole of these trans- 
actions and into the conduct of every- 
body, military and civilian, official and 
unofficial, connected with them? Is it 
not an outrageous thing that with this 
Commission actually appointed the 
character of these men _ shouid be 
attacked? The hon. Member who has 
just sat down tried to drag out of my 
right hon. friend the names of persons 
who my right hon. friend, rightly or 
wrongly, thinks have withheld informa- 
tion from him that would have guided him 
to a knowledge of these transactions, 
But they have not been content with 
attempting to drag cut the names of | 
unknown persons. They have assailed by 
name other persons—for instance, Lord 
Milner has been dragged in. I was 
sorry that the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man dragged in Lord Milner. 


| 
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also to be a Teer. He is abroad, end 
cannot be, and has not been, examined, 
his own story has never been told, anda 
Commission has been appointed: before 
whom it will be told, and hon. Gentlemen 
opposite think it right and fair on re- 
flection to defend the course of making 
an attack on that man before he has had 
an opportunity of stating his case to the 
Royal Commission. 


Sir ROBERT REID: I adverted to 
the fact that the observation by Lord 
Milner was stated in the evidence, and | 
express!y stated that I did not makea 
charge egainst him on the ground that 
he had not had the opportunity of being 
heard. I do not think it quite fair to 
accuse me of attacking Lord Milner. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I apologise. 
The hon. and learned Gentleman already 
knows how highly I think of him. I 
assure him I was not referring to him, 
but he has a learned brother sitting on 
the bench behind him who did not pre- 
serve the same decorous reticence. ‘The 
Member for South Shields made a violent 





Sir ROBERT REID: Why not ? 


Mr. A. J. BAL FOUR: The hon. and 
learned Gentleman asks, Why not? The | 
reason Why he ought not to be dragged 
in is that, if members of the Govern. | 
ment and representatives of a Party may 
be first tried and then have the evidence 
against them taken by a Commission 
while that is tolerable in the case of 
Party politicians, it is not tolerable in 
the case of persons who are not Party 
politicians. It is, in my opinion, a 
monstrous thing that Lord Milner should 
be held up by more than one speaker 
this afternoon as having advocated a 
policy injurious to the British taxpayer, 
intrinsically unjust, because it suited the 
African trader anc, as I understood the 
illegation, because it suited those yreat 
contractors have been made the 
special object of attack this afternoon, 








who 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): He is a 
Member of Parliament—a Member of the | 
House of Peers. [OprostrIon cheers.) | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Quite so, and 
that is. cheered. That is what is 
called justice on the other side of the 
House, A great public servant happens 


Mr. A. J Baljour. 


attack on Lord Milner. 


Mr. did no such 


thing. 


McKENNA: He 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am _ not 
attacking the hon Member for Monmouth- 
shire. It comes to this, that when the 
Leader of the House replies for his Party, 
and a Gentleman to whom he ts referring 
is not in the House, it is regarded as un- 
fair to advert to him, but it is not unfair 
to attack Lord Milner, 


Mr. MCKENNA: What the Member 
for South Shields did was only to read an 
answer given by Lieutenant - Colonel 
Morgan to a question. That answer 


ispeaks for itself and is already public 
prorerty. Otherwise he made rota single 


sugeestion against Lord Milner. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: The hon. Mem- 
bec is very chivalrous in answering for 
someone else, but he is, unfortunately, in 
error. One of the statements of the hon. 
Member fer South Shields was that one of 
the worst parts of the scandal was con- 
nected with Lord Milner’s refusal to take 
over the stores. What is true of the attacks 














) 


6 SS w 





193 South Africa 


on Lord Milner is surely equally true of the | 


attacks on General Lyttelton. What has 
(General Lyttelton to do with the terms 
of this Motion? The hon. Gentleman 
can answer for himself now. Why did 
he attack General Lyttelton ? 


Mr. McKENNA: I never mentioned 
General Lyttelton. I mentioned nobodw’s 
name. [Cries of ‘ Withdraw.”’] 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: TI gladly with- 
draw and transfer the charge to the hon. 
Member for Huddersfield. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: The right 
hon, Gentleman says he has some charge to 
make against me. Will he kindly state 
what it 1s ¢ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: TI have stated 
it. The charge 1s simply that, while the 
Resolution attacks the Government alone 
—which [ think in many respects is not a 
proper course, but of which I do not 
complain—hon, Gentlemen opposite have 
not confined the attack to members of 
the Government, who can answer for 
themselves, but have also attacked other 
persons who cannot answer for themselves, 
but who will have an opportunity of 
answering before the Commission. The 
hon. Gentleman attacked General Lyttel- 
ton a few moments ago. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: Had the 
right hon. Gentleman been in the House 
he would have known that—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was in the 


House. 


Siz JAMES WOODHOUSE: He would 
have known that the attack I made was 
against the Government for the appoint- 


ment of an officer to supervise the ad- | 


ministration in South Africa of these 
contracts and sales of stores who, upon 
his own evidence, to which I confined my 
quotations, proved his incompetence for 
the position. My charge was against the 
Government, not against him. [Oppost- 
110N cheers. | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I congratulate 
the hon. Gentleman and those who cheer 
him on this felicitous distinction. His 
attack is on the Government, but it is 
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General Lyttelton who is incompetent. 
I do not think the hon. Member has 
gained by his interruption. Then th» 
hon. Member for—I am not sure whic’? 
hon. Member it was—— 


An HON. MEMBER: 


were not here. 


Because you 


Mer. A. J. BALFOUR: I was here, 
busily engaged in making the notes for 
the speech which I have now the satis- 
faction of making. I think it was the 
hon, Gentleman opposite who quoted the 
view of Mr. Flynn upon Colonel Hipwell. 
Why should the hon. Gentleman attack 
Colonel Hipwe'l? 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: I d'd not 
attack Colonel Hipwell. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: He quoted 
very deprecatory observations on Colonel 
Hipwell, and now says he was not 
atiacking him. 


Sirk JAMES WOODHOUSE: With 
great respect to the right hon. Gentleman 
I was proving an indictment against the 
Government for sending out to South 
Africa to have charge of these stores an 
incompetent officer. I wish it to be 
clearly understood that I did not ca!l him 
incompetent. Your own officer whom 
you sent out called him incompetent. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Precisely, the 
hon. Gentleman quoted Mr. Flynn making 
derogatory observations on Colonel Hip- 
well, That is not attacking Colonel Hip- 
well, but the Government! Ido not know 
whether he would in his own case accept 
that distinction. But does not the hon. 
Gentleman think it would be fair to hear 
Colonel Hipwellon Mr. Flynn? And that 
is doubtless what will happen before the 
Commission; but we cannot deal 
with it on an occasion, like this; and 
that is only a further illustratioa of what 
I have been endeavouring to point out— 
that this idea of making an attack upon 
the Government, and on the Government 
alone, on an occasion of this kind is 
absolutely impossible. You drag in men 
whese characters you have no right to 
drag in, and vou cause an infinity of 
undeserved pain to men who are incapable 
of deferding themselves before this 
House. On what principle is this done ? 
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Qn the ground that the Government as 
a Government are responsible for every- 
thing their subordinates do. I am not 
«nxious to quarrel with that proposition, 
but a Governme:t are not blameworthy 
for everything their subordinates do. 
They are not to be blamed for everything 
that happened and every err<r made by 
those under them. If so, I do not know 
what Government would escape that | 
weekly vote of censure to which my hon. 
and gallant friend behind me referred. 
And the last perso:s who would them- | 
selves 
principle are the Gentlemen whom I see 
opposits, «nd who have had the responsi- | 
iility of cffice In previous years. 


I desire to point out to the House that 
there have been the grossest mistakes 
made, so far as I can discover, with 1egard | 
to the amount of loss which the public | 
have suffered in this connection. The) 
hon. Gentleman who has just s.t down 
apparently was of opinion that the whole | 
of the £6,0C0,000 or £7,0C0,C09 of which | 
Lord Kitchener spoke was lost to the | 
country; and he apparently adopted 
the rather rash estimate of 
hon. friend the Member for King’s Lynn, 
who, I think, uttered the extravagant 
proposition that only £500,000 of all | 
that £6,000,000 or £7,000,000 had ever 
been realised, directly or indirectly, by 
the country. Lord Kitchener’s estimate 
was, no doubt, made on a high estimate 
which was not, and could not be, realised ; 
but, even taking it as you like, we realised | 
tor the repatriation fund £2,682,000—that 
includes blockhouses—tfor horses and for 
animals, £2,000,000, for the supplies sold 
to public contractors—the subject dealt 
with in this debate—£718,000, for the 
cost of feeding 140,000 persons six months 
in concentration camps, say, £1,000,000, 


and, in addition, the cost of feeding the | 


Army that remained in South Africa for 
more than six months after the war. If 
you add all these figures together they 
come up, and more than come up, to 
Lord Kitchener's estimate. But I ought 
to remind the House that, of course, on 
the other side you have to put in the 
stores that came to South Africa under 
contracts after the war ended; and, 
although I cannot make out a balance- 
sheet precisely—nor do I imagine it i: 
possible for anybody to make it 
out precisely at the present moment— 


Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
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there can be no doubt whatever 
that the amount realised out of the 
stores came not to the £500,000 upon 
which hon. Gentlemen have been con- 
gratulating themselves in the course 
of the evening’s operations, but to more 
than £6,000,000 or £7,000,000. Linclude 
all the saleable stores belonging to the 





Cesire to be judged on that 


my | 





Government at the end of the war, which 
is, I suppose, the only fair way of looking 
‘at it; and the conclusion I have been 
forced to come to from such investigation 
| as I have been able to make diverges so 
widely and so violently from that of the 
hon. Gentlemen opposite that I thought 
they would like to know it. I rather 
| gather that they think my figures are 
'excessive, but I think I have better 
/means of information than they have. 
| And although I may make an error, 
| whic h, of course, is possible—[- Oh!” |—I 
never profess to be infallible, nor do] 
| profess to have obtained this information 
| for myseli—these figures are given on 
| better authority than any figures of hon, 
'Gentlemen opposite, and they are, there- 
‘fore, more w orthy of the consideration of 
the House and of the ¢ ountry, 


Now that I have disposed of the mon- 
strous folly of the calculations upon which 
hon. Gentlemen have proceeded, I may 
'say that upon one point I agree with the 
| hon, Member for Lynn Regis, though I 
| do not accept his calculations, that it is 
/not wholly or in some respects the 
principal question what may be the 
amount of money lost to the country ; 
| the most important question undoubtedly 
is whether the honour of British officers 
is involved, and whether in their actions 
there has been anything in the nature 
of fraud or that which almost amounts 
to fraud. But although the amount of 
alleged loss is relatively -unimportant 
/as compared with that, it is of vital 
importance to the question upon which 
we are engaged, viz., whether the late 
Secretary for War took adequate precau- 
tions in regard to the matter. ‘The pre- 
cautions may or may not have been 
| adequate, but at all events they have not 
resulted in great financial loss to the 
country. That loss has been grossly 
exaggerated, and, therefore, looked at in 
that aspect, my right hon. friend may 
well say they do not show that extra- 
ordinary laxity attributed to him. 








M 


of 
to 


Du 
in 
tr 
$v 
en 


Ca) 
SU] 
€)) 


tro 


we 
cer 
righ 


bles 








South Africa 


197 


But my right hon, friend can do more 
than rely on broad considerations ; he can 
show that he has taken precautions 
that, so far as machinery of the kind 
can secure anything, he secured that no 
great scandal should occur in connection 
with contracts. I will not go over the 
various steps he took to secure finan- 
cial supervision ; he has detailed them 
to the House in a lucid and masterly 
manner, and I can add nothing to what 
he has said and which, no doubt, will 
carry due weight on both sides of the 
House. But is it not fair, when vou 
are judging the action of a Minister 
responsible for very difficult transac- 
tions in difficult times, to compare that 
action with the conduct of his predeces- 
sors in similar circumstances? Does 
anybody contend that the War Office of 
1901, 1902, and 1903 did not, on the 
whole, compare favourably in the ques- 
tions of supply, transport, and contracts 
with—let us take the greatest preceding 
war, that in Egypt, or the war preceding 
that, in the Crimea? No one can 
compare these with the magnitude of 
the task which my right hon. friend 
successfully carried through. Consider 
the difficulties of the South African 
problem, the mere size of the country 
over which operations were carried on, 
which we are all apt to forget, the 
distance from home, the enormous 
strength of the Army engaged, incom- 
parably greater than was ever sent 
irom these shores before. [An Hon. 
Member: What was the number of 
the enemy?] What has the question 
of keeping up supplies for 300,000 men 
todo with the number of the enemy ? 
Consider not merely the size of the Army, 
but the enormous mass of documents 
involved, in these distant and scattered 
transactions. All these matters neces- 
suily carried with them special and 
great difficulties. These were difficulties 
atecting the period of war, and nobody 
can$forget that 300,000 men were 
supplied, and never a general uttered a 
complaint of the way in which his 
troops were supplied. 
has her difficulties as 
well as war, and we are now con- 
cerned with the manner in which my 
right hon. friend dealt with the pro- 
blem after peace was declared. Was 
it an easy problem? ;Until he knew 


But peace 
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peace was signed, it was 
necessary to make full provision for the 
supply of that gigantic force as if the 
war was to go on, and the result was 
that on the day peace was signed the 
War Office found itself burdened with 
contracts entered into in all parts of 
the world for stores of every kind and 
description, which had to be dealt with, 
to be cancelled at a loss or allowed to 
be carried out at a loss. To a great 
extent the contracts could not be can- 
celled; the goods had to be carried 
to South Africa; and South Africa as 
a market presented’ special difficulties, 
difficulties not the creation of the 
Government or the creation of anybody 
in South Africa or Great Britain. It 
was an enormous country ill supplied 
with population, ill supplied with stores, 
a country in which a commercial “ring ” 
was peculiarly easy to engineer, and 
peculiarly difficult to deal with if it was 
engineered. I do not know—we must 
wait for the inquiry of the Commission 
to know—if such a ring existed and how 
far it penetrated. I have heard of rings 
being formed to deal with forced sales 


(Sales and Refunds). 


'in this country; conceive a forced sale 
| of perishable goods in such a country as 
| es 7 

| South Africa. 


How was it possible for 
the Department to deal with the situa- 


‘ation without loss and much difficulty ? 


[am not going into detail, but I regretted 
to hear the hon. and learned Gentleman 
who opened this debate try to induce 
the House to believe that it was an 
inherently bad transaction that stores of 
all kinds should be sold at a price lower 
than that at which a portion of those 
stores might ultimately have to be bought 
back, or were ultimately bought back by 
those responsible for feeding the troops. 
There is nothing inherently absurd in 
that. 


Sir ROBERT REID: I did not say 
that. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I certainly got 
that impression from what the hon. 
and learned Gentleman said, and it is, 
of course, an easy platform charge that 
goods were sold at such and such a price 
and bought at such and such another 
price, the second price being much higher 
than the first. Of course that may be 
a most excellent financial transaction 
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{Laughter.] Very well. 
the hon. Gentleman to declare that he 
did not make that charge, but it is 
-onstructively made by all the Members 
behind him. I advise them to think 
over the problem a little, and they will 
see thst, when vou are dealing with 
these large masses of perishable goods, 
there can be no question whatever that 
that plan. which, I believe, was the plan 
advocated by Lord Kitchener, is not 
only a right one, but the right one, and, 
I suspect. the only one. The Army 
Service Corps cannot turn themselves 
into retail dealers. It the things have to 
be sold they must be sold in bulk; if 
they are sold in bulk, all the difficu'ties I 
have described—incidents of all kinds, 
especially incidents in South Africa—are 
sure to assail them, and without doubt 
there would be many transactions of 
great difficulty and as to which it might 
be doubtful whether they were right or 
wrong. Some of the transactions which 
have been brought to my notice seem to | 
me quite incapable of explanation. But 
{ do not dwell upon that, because it | 
really is not relevant to this vote. Unless 
it can be shown that my right hon, 
friend did not send out a sufficient body 
of expeit financial advisers to deal with 
the situation the attack on the Govern- 
ment is an absurdity. I do not think | 
that when the Commission come to | 
examine into the matter 


South Africa 


actions are and, 


more 


very many ; 


take, I am confident they will not find 
that my right hon. friend did not take all | 
the precautions which reasonable foresight 
could suggest. Of this I am certain, he 


took more precautions than have ever | 
been taken by any man in his place in | 
the whole previous history of the country. | 


I confess that I do not think that the 


attacks made upon my right hon. friend | 
in connection with the South African War 
show either much justice or much gener- 


osity on the part of those who make them. 


How easy it is to make criticisms upon 
the details of great transactions whe» 


those who make the criticisms have not 
been concerned in the transactions. 


sacred poet compared wisdom to rubies, | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS: 


I undetstand | 


they will find | 
that the questionable, perhaps even the | 
guilty, perhaps even the criminal, trans- | 
what is | 
important at this moment, more | 
relevant to the division we are going to | 
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but he was not thinking of wisdom after 
the event when he made that comparison. 
il do not think that anything is more 
contemptible, I do not think anything 
shows the House of Commons in a worse 
light than to survey a great series oj 
transactions like those that took place 
during the late war and to see only the 
bad and put aside all the good. I have 
listened to debate after debate in this 
House of which my right hon. friend has 
been the subject, but never have I heard 
from hon. Gentlemen opposite one word 
of generous recognition for an adminis- 
trative eifort which I believe to be one of 
the greatest ever made by a Minister of 
the Crown, which I believe, on the whole, 
ito be one of the most successful ever 
made by a Minister of the Crown, which 
enabled us to send an Army into the field 
‘far above that which this House ever 
/contemplated in voting the Estimates, 
| and to provide for and supply it. Is that 
a small or contemptible performance ‘ 

Is that a performance which my right 
| hon. friend’s critics think for one moment 
| they could have performed? I do them 
an injustice. I believe they all think they 

| could have performed it, but does any body 

| else think they could have performed it ? 
This attack has been made upon my right 
‘hon, friend under circumstances almost 
‘deliberately contrived to prevent him 
| making a complete and full Answer. He 
ney ertheless has made an Answer which I 
believe has satisfied the House and will 
sa isfy the country. I can only say that 
the great desire which I have that this 
question should be probed tothe roots, that 
everything thet is hidden should be 
| brought to light, is based not merely 
upon a love of justice, not merely on . 
desire to see pure administration prevail 

in every branch of the public service, but 
also on the belief that nothing short of 
that complete eXamination will enable 
the country at last to do full justice to 
the great qualities of my right hon. friend. 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I think a good many Members of the 
House must ke rubbing their eyes and 
wondering whether they have been 
| dreaming all this time, because the right 
hon. Gentleman has got hold of a perfect 
| paragon of a War Minister, and what he 
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| has done with him is to make him the 
| Minister for India. 
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Mr. A.J, BALFOUR: He isa paragon 
Indian Minister. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: | 


He might be a paragon Prime Minister. 
I do not know that it is any great 
compliment to the right hon. Gentleman 
to imply that all this machinery is to be 
set up, that a Royal Commission is to be 
appointed and an Act of Parliament 
introduced to endow it with sufficient 
power, in order to show to the world 
what a man the right hon. Gentleman is. 
But that was a little by-play on the part 
of the Prime Minister. He was mainly 
occupied, it seemed to me, in his lively 
speech in two things. He wished to 
minimise the amount of damage in these 
transactions, and to minimise the amount 
of the loss inflicted upon the taxpayer in 
this country. But, unfortunately, we 
could not follow his figures. He told us 
that he had made great investigations, 
he had a paper covered with figures, and 
he was ready to show how mistaken we 
had all been. And what he said was 
that while we had been glorying in the 
fact that the losses had amounted to 
£500,000, they had amounted to a much 
larger figure—namely, £7,090,000. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
the right hon. Gentleman did not follow 
me. The allegation was that of £7,000,000 


we had only realised £500,000. That 
allegation was wholly absurd. I have 


shown that we realised £6,000,0°0 or 
£7 000,000, 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Then the right hon. Gentleman says we 
have realised £6,000,000 or £7,000,000. 
I hope they are all safe in some corner 
and that we may get the benefit of them 
bv-and-by. Then the right hon. Gentle- 
man was greatly exercised becauce 
attacks had been made upon individuals 
in this debate. Everyone who was 
mentioned, everyone who was quoted in 
relation to certain established facts, 
is said to have been attacked. There 
have been one or two casual phrases 
used, quotations from evidence, and so 
forth, not very complimentary to 
individuals. But there has been no 
attack upon individuals, and when the 
right hon. Gentleman the paragon 
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| name or names of those to whom he 
| attributes a certain course of conduct, he 
‘implies that to mention their names 
would be necessarily to condemn them. 
The right hon. Gentleman has no title to 
shelter himself behind them and not tell 
| the House of Commons who it is that he 
issheltered behind. It comes toa pretty 
pass, and is not likely to enhance the 
efficiency or the usefulness of this 
Assembly, if those in power at any time 
they are likely to be condemned or de- 
nounced are themselves to issue a Royal 
Commission if the Royal Commission is in 
itself to stop any attacks upon them. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: You asked for 
it. 

Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I never heard of such a plea being put 
forward before. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Secretary of State for India 
began the debate by a very highly pitched 
and angry assault upon Sir William Butler. 
His great object appeared to be to vindi- 
cate himself against Sir William Butler’s 
imputations. He conducted a sort of 
duel with Sir William Butler; but in Sir 
William Butler's absence, and when I 
reminded him by way of assuaging his 
wrath for a moment, that, after all, Sir 
William Butler’s Committee had been 
appointed by himself, his retort upon me 
was, * Oh. the right hon. Gentleman thinks 
it is the business of a Minister to dictate 
to a Committee.” No, Sir; I never said 
that, and no one would think that any 
such opinion would be expressed by any- 
one who had any knowledge of the sub- 
ject whatever. But what I do say is that 
when a Departmental Committee is 
appointed, it is the business of the head 
of that Department, or some One acting 
on bis behalf, to watch the proceedings 
of the Committee. to consider the evidence 
taken before it [MINISTERIAL cries of 
“No!” ]—certainly, not with a view to 
interfering in any way beyond seeing 
whether it is necessary for the Depart- 
ment to offer witnesses. That is not 
interfering with or dictating to a Com- 
mittee at all, but it is not the usual 
practice, or a becoming course, for a 
Minister te start a Departmental Com- 
mittee, to launch it, and to let it take 
its own course without securing that 


Secretary for India refuses to give the | the interests which he represents are 
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properly placed before the Committee. 
And, therefore, when the right hon. Gen- 
tleman makes a great complaint that this 
Committee of his own appointment—— 


South Africa 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I did not appoint 
it. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Or of his right hon, friend’s appointment, | 


did not call for him as a witness and did 
not obtain his explanations, I say it was 
not the part of the Committee to take that 
course and that it ought to have been 
suggested by the Department itself. 
What seems to me is that the Government 
do not appear to apprehend the genera] 
bearing of the case and the impression 
on the public mind which has been 
created by it. That impression goes far 
beyond those smaller matters with which 
we have been dealing. The impression 
is that they lost hold of the business 
altogether. It was not the loss of the 
money ; it was not the disclosures of in- 
capacity, of failures or faults on the part 
of officers; it was not the eccentricities 
or the clevernesses of contractors that 
weighed upon the public mind, but the 
fact that the Government allowed these 
events to occur. And if I speak of the 
Government allowing them, it was 
especially strange of this Government, 
because let me remind the House, what 
we ought never to forget, that this 
Government’s majority was created on 
the very ground that they were the only 
men in this country—so they told us— 
who could be trusted with the administra- 
tion of the Army. The election was a 
military election. They were appointed 
to wind up the war, to reform the War 
Office, and to reconstitute the Army, and 
five years later the state of things which 
we are dealing with to-day is disclosed. 
But more than that. There has been a 
succession of one fugitive Minister atter 
another and one fugitive scheme after 
another, the Ministers disagreeing in 
opinion and the schemes none ot them 
accepted or carried out. While this 
evanescent process has been going on one 
salient fact has been established, and that 


_ Committee ? 


| 


is that the responsibility of the Cabinet, | 


and especially of the Prime Minister, in 
these matters has been increased to a 


degree greater than ever existed before | 


and that gives intensity to the astonish. 
Str H, Campbell-Bannerman, 
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ment that,‘ in the face of all these facts, 
this state of things has been found to 
exist. The War Office has been reorgan- 
ised—on what principle? On the prin- 
ciple of securing such a responsibility as 
shall, first of all, produce efficiency and 
also enable us to say at once, where 
anything goes wrong, on whom the 
blame is to rest. But that is the very 
thing we find does not exist under 
the present system. If your machinery 
was effective, what occasion could arise 
for such a Committee as the Butler 
The country, therefore, 
was not only shocked by loss, but still 
more by the standard of responsibility 
exhibited by the Government. 


I will not refer to the strange de- 
sire the Government appear to have 
shown, whether they felt it or not, to 
evade or postpone inquiry. The right 
hon. Gentleman gets up and declares to 
the House that he hardly lives for any 
other purpose than to have this matter 
probed to the bottom, but we found him 
day after day opposing to the very end 
the proposition to make the inquiry 
effective. 


I do not think 
has ever been 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: 
a Royal Commission 
appointed so quickly. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
None may have been appointedj sv 
quickly, but even this might have been 
appointed more quickly still [Muryis- 
TERIAL cries of ‘“‘No!”’] if the right hon. 
Gentleman had proposed on the first day 
what he was literally driven to accept 
on the last day. Even then, when an. 
hon. Member here spoke of a Statutory 
Commission, the right hon. Gentleman 
started up and said, “ Only on condition 
of the Bill being treated as unopposed.” 
That showed how little importance he: 
attached to the whole matter, for he 
actually thinks the spending of an hour 
or two in the House of Commons in dis- 
cussing some point of the Bill, is a matter 
that might very well put the whole thing 
into abeyance. 

The War Office should better have 
appreciated the fact of this enormous 
agglomeration of stores in South Africa. 
The right hon. Gentleman has given, 
I believe, not an over-drawn picture 
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of that quantity of stores, and he 
was right; but that was the very reason 
why the Department should have taken 
especial pains in this matter—precautions 
that would not be required in any 
ordinary emergency. In time of war you 
take the readiest means, whatever they 
may be. When three vears ago we 
brought forward our Motion for a Com- 
mittee of inquiry into contracts in South 
Africa, which has been referred to several 
times to-night, at that time it was pos- 
sible mistakes were made, and great 
scandals even might have been allowed ; 
but all of that was governed by the fact 
that in war you must take the weapons 
and instruments that come to your 
hand. You cannot allow any impedi- 
ment, you may have to break financial 
rules. But when the war was over the 
urgency ceased; and for this process 
which ended in the system of sales and 
purchases there were six full months 
allowed. In my opinion the War Office 
should have insisted on full information 
being sent home, not only of the general 
scheme which was proposed, but of the 
details of the scheme, so that every- 
thing might be considered here at home, 
where there was the fullest information 
and the largest experience with regard 
to contracts in all parts of the world. 
When the right hon. Gentleman re- 
minded us as he did that there were 
quantities of stores arriving in South 
Atrica under contract for some time alter 
the war had ended, let me point out that 
at home there were officials possessing 
ihe requisite knowledge to divert a large 
portion of those stores to other stations 
in other quarters, where they might be 
wanted for the public service. No 
attempt appears to have been made to 
uu du, 

Then, in the second place, there was 
the failure to realise that this was a 
matter that must be watched closely as 
time went on. Then I come to the 
point which the right hon. Gentleman has 
dealt with so unsatisfactorily, the ques- 
iion of what was the reason why these 
monthly returns suddenly ceased, returns 
which would have prevented the evil 
arriving at the scale at which it did arrive. 
‘the Prime Minister blames the obsolete 
system of the War Office, and he says 
they have provided against that, and 


iuat under their new system any -uch | 
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thing willbe impossible. But is that so ? 
The machinery was switched off for th’s 
purpose, but the effective grip you must 
keep over these things is not the mere 
grip of audit, which comes after the play, 
it is the grip of immediate guidance and 
control at the time. Decentralisation in 
this instance has been carried surely to 
the pitch of folly. There is no centra! 
department under your new system 
at the War Office capable of dealirg 
on a large scale with great under- 
takings and emergencies such as 
that. The Department of Director- 
General of Contracts has been abolished 
altogether, and the financial advisers are 
scattered under various authorities. IT 
am no advocate of over-centralisation, 
from which we have suffered in the past. 
But I do think, when we find the 
central authority denuded of these 
powers, that we ean only expect that 
on future occasions the South African 
experience will be repeated—that evils 
which have occurred in this instance 
in South Africa may recur, under this 
system, all over the British Empire. 
Such a system exposes us to the maxi- 
mum oft corruption and plunder and the 
minimum of safety is secured. g But 
decentralisation does not relieve the 
Minister of his responsibility. He is 
responsible, however much he sends his 
officials te check and control matters 
away trom headquarters. It is the abso- 
lute duty of those at the centre to provide 
such checks and control as will be a safe- 
guard against abuse and waste. 

But we are told that this is a Party 
Motion. The Prime Minister talks of it as a 
piece of bitter partisanship. There is no 
trace of partisanship about it. There never 
has been a great period in the history of 
this country when there has been less in- 
considerate partisanship than in ccnnec- 
ticn with the South African War. If you 
mean merely that the Motion will be 
decided by a Party vote l agree. It will 
be a Party vote. We are accustomed to 
the practice. What a senseless thing, 
then, to meet the charges which we bring 
against the Government, invariably by 
the crack of the Party whip. We are 
taunted with bringing forward weekly 
votes of censure. There will be votes of 
censure, I hope, so long as the Govern- 
ment commit mistakes and so long as 
they appeaijto prevent, the light of day 
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falling either upor their own transacticns 
or those of their subordinates. The only 
cirect Party move in the matter which I 
have noticed was taken by the Prime 
Minister himself. Twice last week he 
brought in the rame of Mr. Gladstone, 
and with the old, stupid argument of tu 
guogque referred to the fact, which had 


South Africa 


nothing to do with this question, of bad | 


swords in the Egyptian War. I think 
Mr. Gladstone is a man who ought to be 
spoken of with respect by the Prime 
Minister, for Mr. Gladstone is a man the 
latchets of whose shoes, in these matters 
ot finance and thrifty administration, he 
is not worthy to loose, a man who called 
into existence by the Exchequer and 
Audit Act the machinery by which the 
control of Parliament over expenditure 
is maintained, and who devoted his life 
to exalting instead of debasing the power 
of this House. But if you will take a 
Party view of this matter, then let us put 
aside this obsolete and used-up House of 
Commons. Let us go to the country. 
While we are here, powerless in the lobbies 
as we are [MINISTERIAL cheers]—-by the 
help of gentlemen whe now cheer and 
who have, no doubt, been brought up 
trom pleasant occupations te take part 
in the division—while we are here, I say, 
we shall maintain the high constitutional 
function of Parliament to discuss matters 
and try to preserve, if possible, the credit 
end interest of the nation. 


Mr. HAVILAND BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore): A few vears ago 
we were told that there was what was 
‘alled a corrupt oligarchy in power in 
the Transvaal. Now the British Empire 


has heaped £250,000,000 on the public | 


debt, it has shed blood like water, and it 
has deposed the corrupt oligarchy. It has 
replaced that oligarchy by the splendid, 
fine, free, and enlightened power of Lord 
Milner’s rule at Pretoria. What is the 
result / It is now admitted that the 
wretched British taxpayer who approved 
of the war, and the still more wretched 
Irish taxpayer who opposed the war 
all along the line, has been swindled out 
of anything from £5,000,000 to £7,000,000. 
That is a triumph of British civilisation. 
To my mind the identity of the swindlers 
is really a very small matter. The 
real thing that this House has to deal 


with is the responsibility of Ministers of | 


Sir H, Campell-Bannerman. 
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| the Crown for the last three years, for by 
| trying to prevent Members of this House 
| from getting the information to which 
| they are entitled, they have facilitated 
the operations of the swindlers in every 
| possible way in their power. I remember 
| one occasion on which a store scandal was 
under discussion and an influential Mem- 
ber of the Opposition put a Question to 
the then Secretary of State for War, 
the present Secretary of State for India. 
The Question was whether one of the 
partners in one of the incriminated firms 
was or was not a man who was a fugitive 
from justice in South Africa, a man who 
had been on his trial for illicit diamond 
dealing, who had come to London, who 
had left his bail to be estreated, and who 
had had his personal description pub- 
lished in the London police ** Hue and 
Cry.” The answer of the then Secretary 
of State for War was, “I have no in- 
formation.” I marvelled at the time 
that hon. Members on this side of the 
House could bow so quietly to the inso- 
lence displayed by the Answer to such 
au circumstantial Question. There are 
many forms of bad government, but | 
have no hesitation in saying that the 
worst of all bad governments is an oli- 
warchy masquerading in the clothes of 
the Constitution, and that is what we are 
fast coming to in this House. We might 
as well save ourselves and everybody 
else a deal of trouble by passing a Resolu- 
tion, when we thank His Majesty for his 
gracious Speech, appointing the members 
of the Government a permanent Execu- 
tive until our meeting on the next occa- 
sion. What we have to complain of is 
that Ministers in this House have a 
system of refusing to answer Questions 
put on the Notice Paper. When Ques- 
tions are put in relation to details of 
matters of fact they put every obstacle 
in th» way of our getting information. 
There is another matter to which 1 
would draw the attention of the House. 
You have got at this moment as 
a bid for cheap popularity an Aliens 
Bill. It is a Bill intended for the 
exclusion of poor aliens from this 
country. Now the slime of the alien 
is over the whole of these South 
African War transactions.. Are there 
no English or Irish contractors? The 
closer you look into it, you will 
find that German Jews are involved 
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in the South African War scandals every- 
where. Irish and English contractors 
have to take a back seat. I think we 
want a Bill for the exclusion of alien 
contractors from British Army war 
contracts. 


I regret that no note of protest 
has been raised in the course of 
the discussion on another question. A 
Member of Parliament cannot open 
his mouth in criticism of anything done 
by a military officer without being 
accused of attacking the Army. There 
are a certain number of Members on 
the opposite side of the House who 
have it in their mind to remove from 
this House any civilian criticism or 
control over the Army for which this 
House pays. All £[ would say is that 
this House has an absolute right of 
criticism in these matters. When in- 
competence is pleaded, and when I am 
told that this or that efficer was not 
dishonest, but that he was only deceived 
orimposed upon, I reply that incompetency 
paves the way for the thief. It is in- 
competence that leaves the road open 
to corruption. Why is it that a house- 
holder who carelessly leaves his door 
open at night is liable to be summoned 
by the police for his neglect? It is 
heecause by his negligence he is the 
burglar’s best friend, and because in 
addition to that he places temptation in 
the way of a man who never was a thief 
before. Onthesame principle aman who 
holds a great official position, and who by 
lack of supervision or by neglect of duty 
opens the way forcorruptionand theswind- 
ling of the taxpavers of the country, how- 
ever much he may be acquitted of per- 
sonal dishonesty, is a man who ought to 
be dismissed from the position he holds. 
Qn these grounds I shall vote for the 
tesolution of censure which has been 
moved. If these scandals had occurred 
under the late corrupt Boer oligarchy, 
in the United States, or in France, we 
should have had endless reams of news- 
paper sermonettes on the subject. I 
think this matter shows that this House 
is losing control over public administration 
and expenditure, and that if the House 
does not look after itself, and stand upon 
its rights, the day will be near at hand 
when <onstitutional Government will 


be 2 farce and the money of the taxpayer 
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will be at the mercy of any alien jobber 
to squander with impunity. 


Mr. GUEST (Plymouth) : Ido not con- 
ceive the object of this debate to be to 
affix any particular blame on any indi- 
vidual whose name has been mentioned in 
connection with the scandals revealed, or 
partially revealed, by the investigations of 
the Butler Committee. I do not think it 
is the duty of, or, indeed, that it is 
advisable for, this House to attempt 
any such task. Indeed, the object of the 
vote of censure is not to attempt to 
censure those officers who have been 
animadverted on by the}Butler Report, 
but to attach, as far as this House can 
attach, responsibility—and there is re- 
sponsibility—upon the present Govern- 
ment. It seems to me that the para- 
graph which most intimately concerns 
the debate which is now proceeding is 
that which deals with the complete 
carelessness on the part of the War 
Office with regard to the instructions 
which they issued to the Army Sales 
Department in South Africa. We want 
to know how far the War Office has 
assisted, or is responsible, for the state 
of affairs with which we are confronted. 
We know that Lord Kitchener, previous 
to leaving South Africa, telegraphed to 
the War Office that the accumulated 
stores involved a sum _ of _ between 
£6,000,009 and £7,000,000. We want to 
know how it was that that considerable 
matter escaped the attention of the 
Secretary of State for War. One would 
have thought that, great as is the respon- 
sibility and extensive as are the duties 
of that official, a sum of £6,000,000 or 
£7,000,000 would have received the 
attention to which it was entitled. But 
in spite of the knowledge of the War 
Office, in spite of the knowledge of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary of 
State tor India, in spite of the fact that 
the War Office had ordered a monthly 
return, which was not made, the War 
Office on 24th April, 1903, cancelled 
the return and took no further steps 
whatever. What the officers in the 
Army feel, and what the public feel, is 
that they have been put into a position 
where they had no right to be put, owing 
to the carelessness, not of some individual 
swindler, but owing to the careless- 
ness and malfeasance of the War Office 
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and the Secretary of State for War. We 
wish to attach responsibility to the 
Government for the things for which 
they are responsible, and to the War 
Office, which has passed through so many 
hands in so few years, with greater and 
increasing incapacity as it passed from 
one hand to another. We believe that 
there is fundamental weakness and 
wrong in the whole of the War Office 
administration. The hon. Member con- 
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tinued his speech amid interruptions | 


and cries of ‘‘ Divide’’ to which he 
replied—Go to the country and see how 
it is divided. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: It is obviously | 
impossible that the debate should ter- | 


minate to-night. Not merely have an | 
immense number of new facts been 


brought before the House, but a re- 
markable speech has been made by the 
late Secretary of State for War. who 
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War Office information of vital import 
ance to the public, which certainly should 
have been placed at his disposal, was 
withheld from him by some person or 
persons unknown, and concealed fron 
the House of Commons, although the 
names are perfectly well known on the 
Treasury Bench. I say, therefore, that 
in these circumstances it is quite in- 
possible that we should be asked to 
come to a decisive vote, and to ter- 
minate this debate to-night. I would 
ask permission to move the adjournment 
of the debate. 


Mr. A. J. Batrour rose in his place 
and claimed to move, ‘* That the Ques- 


tion be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 529 ; Noes. 
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Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) |) 
Ffrench, Peter 


| Mt Kean, John 





{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander(Lanark,NE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 





| Goddard, Daniel Ford | 


Grant, Corrie 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir E.( Berwick) | 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


| Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 


Hammond John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir (MethyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 


| Harwood, George 


Hayden, John Patrick 


| Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 


Helme, Norval Watson 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
' Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 


| Jacoby, James Alfred 


Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 


| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
| Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson EK. 

Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kennedy, P.J. (Westmeath,N.) 
Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W 


| Kilbride, Denis 
| Kitson, Sir James 
| Labouchere, 


Henry 
Lambert, George 


| Lamont, Norman 


Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington 


| Leigh, Sir Joseph 
| Leng, Sir John 


Levy, Manrice 
Lewis, John Herbert 


| Lloyd-George, David 


Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 


| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Swiit 


MacVeavh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 


M‘Kenna, R: ginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Char!es Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
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Mitchell, Edw (Fermanagh, N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn John (Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan, Col.JohnP. (Galway,N.) 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow. W ) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare. N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, Jam s (Roscommon.N 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy. P. J- 

O’Shee, James Jolin 

Parrott, William 

Oswald 

Paulton, James Mello: 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt. Harold James 

teddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir R.Threshie( Dumfries 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
toche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

tose, Charles Day 
2unciman, Walter 

Russe!!, T. W. 

Samu}, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles FE. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Mai.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan. Danie] Daniel 


| Sheehy, David 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sl] ck, John Bamford 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
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Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.CR.(Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, SirA.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thomas, J A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thoms n, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Tillett, Louis John 





‘Tomkinson, James 


(Juestion put accordingly. 


Abraham, William: (Cork, NE. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P, 

Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn, Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, 1. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
3rand, Hon, Arthur G, 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Browa, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon, James 
Buchanan, Thomas 
Burke, E, Haviland 
3urns, John 

Burt, Thomas 
Buxton,N.F.(York,NR.Whitby | 
Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar) 
Caldwell, James 

(Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William | 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 


Xyburn 
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Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eug -ne (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley. George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
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Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N. Dorset 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wood, James 

Woodhouse, Sir JT( Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr 
William M‘Arthur. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 255 ; Noes, 


329. 


AYES. 


Delany, William 
Devlin,Charles Ramsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A, (Inverness-sh, 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A, 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 
Ellice,Capt. E(SAndrew’sB’ghs) 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts. ) 
Emmott, Alfred 
EvansSirFrancis H.( Maidstone 
Evans, Samuel T, (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander{ Lanark, NE 


| Fitzmaurice, Lord (Edmond 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


| Freeman-Thomas, Captain F, 


Fuller, J. M. F. 
Furness, sir Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


| Grant, Corrie 
| Grey, Rt. Hon, Sir E. (Berwick 


Griffith, Ellis J. 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


| Haldane, Rt. Hon, Richard b, 
| Hammond, John 

| Harcourt, Lewis 

| Hardie, J Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 


Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harrington, Timothy 


| Harwood, George 
| Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D 
Helme, Norval Watson 


(Division List, No. 210.) 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon, Charles H 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West} 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk 


, Hutton Altred E, (Morley) 


[saacs, Rufus Daniel 


Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones,David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
‘ordan, Jeremia 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, Lieut.-Colonel George 
Kennedy, P. J. (Westmeath,N) 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, 
Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, 
Maecnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 

M: Kean, 
M‘Kenna, 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Norman 


David 


W. 


John 
Reginald 


Horace Rendall 
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Morley, RtHon.John (Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, John 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col,John P.(Galway N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
‘O’Brien, Kendal, Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
©’ Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
@’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
0’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O Kelly, James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

{) Mara, James 
Shaughnessy, P. J. 
©’Shee, James John 
Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A, (Saffron Walden 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V, 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Allsopp, Hon, George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster,RtHn Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon, John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

saldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
salfour, Capt. C. B, (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn, Gerald W.(Leeds 
3alfour, Kenneth R. (Christch, 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8, (Harmood- 
Barry, Sir Francis T. (Windsor 
jartley, Sir George C. T. 
3athurst, Hon, Allen Benjamin 
Beach, RtHnSirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C, 
Bhownaggree, Sir M, M. 








,COMMCNS} 


Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E, (Waterford 
Reid, Sir R. Threshie( Dumfries 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion 
Roberts, John’ H. ‘Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas, Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr, John G, 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt Hon.CR( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon, Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C, (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E, 


NOES, 


Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood James 
Bill, Charles 


| Bingham, Lord 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F( Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon, St. John 


| Brotherton, Edward Allen 


Brown, Sir Alex, H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


| Chamberlain, Rt Hn, J. A. Wore, 
| Chamberlayne T. (S’thampton 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon, Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
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Thomas, Sir A, (Glamorgan F, 
Thomas, David Altred(Merthyr 
ThomasJ, A. ,Glamorgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.:R. 
Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

| Ure, Alexander 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Waldron, Lawrence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 

| Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S, 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T, 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
| Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, WR.) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N Dorset 
Wilson,Charles Henry(Hull,W. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J.W.( Worcestershire, N. 
Wood, James 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T, Huddersfi’d 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
| Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M‘Arthur. 





| Clare, Octavius Leigh 

| Clive, Captain Percy N. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon, Thos. H.A.E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon, Jesse 
Colomb, Rt. Hon. Sir John C.R. 
Colston, Chas, Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb, Shepherd (Bolton 
Crossley, Rt. Hon, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C, 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Davies,SirHoratio D,(Chatham 
Dewar,Sir T.R.; TowerHamlets 
Dickinson, Robert Edmona 

| Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, RtHon,SirJoseph C. 
| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 

| Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
' Dorington,RtHon.sir John E. 
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Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon, A, Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke.Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 


Faber, Edmund B, (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt.Hon, George H. 
Finlay,Sir R. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Fitzroy, Hon, EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. 
Gauloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon, A. G. H. 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon.HnJ.E. (Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon,J, (Londonderry,South 
<rordon,Maj Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon, 8S. F, Ormsby 
Gorst, Rt. Hon, Sir John Eldon 
droschen, Hon, George Joachim 
{roulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D.(Wednesbury 
Greene, SirEW(B'ry S Edm’nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
{zreene, W. Raymond (Cambs, 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon, Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Eaward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHn LordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’donderry 
Hardy, Laweence( Kent, Ashford 
tlare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, F. Leverton (Tynem th 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur H. (Hanley) 
Heath,SirJames(Staftords NW. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 


Hermon- Hodge,Sir Robert T. | 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John Kent (Faversham 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


{26 June 1905} 


Hunt, Rowland 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


' Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
| Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Egerton, Hon, A, de Tatton | 


Jessel, Captain HerbertMerton 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir John H 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 


' Laurie, Lieut.-General 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L. W.( Mile Ena) 
Lawson,JohnGrant( YorksN.R 
Lee, Arthur, H.( Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Ho». Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick NS. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A.R. 
Long, Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Long. Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol, S) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttleton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, RtHn.SirH. E (Wigt’n 


, Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 


Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,John Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner,Rt.Ho.Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 


' Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.( Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 


Nicholson, William Graham 
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O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir’ Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon.ChasThomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos Myles 


| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Saunderson, Rt. Hn.Col. Edw..J. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hiltoa (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, SirH. (Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, H.C. North’ mb(Tyneside 
Smith, RtHnJ. Parker( Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Sir E. (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur Ormskirk 
StanleyEdward Jas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord( Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut. Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 








Adjournn-ent 





Turnour, Viscount 


Vincent,Col.Sir C.E.H(Sheffield) Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | Wylie, Alexander 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord | Wyndham, Rt. Hor. George 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) | Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H. (Yorks | 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R. (Bath) | TetLeRs FoR THE Nogs—Sir 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson | 


Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hon.SirWilliamH 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
Welby,Sir Charles G. E.(Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon 





PUBLIC ROADS (IRELAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 1. 
Drafting Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed— 
“ To insert after line 22 the words— 


*(2) Expenses under this section may be 
recovered if not exceeding two hundred and 
fifty pounds in the County Court, and if exceed- 
ing that sum in the High Couit. 


*(3) An appeal may be taken from any order 
of a County Court under this section, and the 
enactments in the County Courts (Ireland) 
Acts, 1851 to 1898, relating to appeals in the 
case of ordinary civil bills shall apply accord- 
ingly. 


“(4) Proceedings for the recovery of any 
expenses under this section shall be commenced 
within twelve months of the time at which the 
damage was done, or where the damage is in 
consequence of any particular building con- 
tract or work extending over a long period 
shall be commenced not later than six months 
after the completion of the contract or work. 


*(5) In the case of a road not being a main 
road any expenses recovered or composition 
paid under this section by or to a county 
council in respect thereof shall be credited in 
manner prescribed by the Local Government 
soard for Ireland to the rural district or rural 
districts in which is situatea that part of the 
road in respect of which the expenses were re- 
covered or the composition was paid, ana in the 
case of a main road one-half of such expenses 
or composition shall be so credited to the rural 
or urban district as the case may be.’ ”—(Mr, 
Atkinson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
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| Whiteley, H.(Ashton und.Lyne | Wortley, Rt.Hon.C.B. Stuart- 








of the House. 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomary 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Clause |, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2. 


Amendment proposed— 


* To leave out Clause 2.’—(Mr. Atkinson.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“ After Clause 1, to insert as a new clause, 
the words * The proviso to Section 4 of The Loco- 
motives Act, 1861, is hereby repealed so far 
as it applies to Treland, and in lieu thereof it 
is enactea as follows: Provided that the regu- 
lation of weight herein mentioned shall not 
extend to any waggon carrying only one block, 
plate, cable, roll, vessel of stone or metal, or 
other single article being of greater weight 
than fourteen tons, but the fellies, tyres, or 
shoes of such wagon shall not be less than eight 
inches in breadth, and any damage arising from 
the user of any such waggon shall be deemed 
to be damage caused by excessive weight within 
the meaning of Section 1 of this Act.’ ’—(.1V/7. 
Atkinson.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be con- 
sidered to-morrow. 


MR. SPEAKER’S RETIREMENT BILL 

THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or tHE TREASURY (Sir A. 
AcLAND-Hoopb, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton), In moving the adjournment of the 
House, said this Bill would be the first 
order of the dav on Tuesday. 


Question, “That this House do now 
adjourn,” put, and agreed to, 


Adjourned at twenty minutes be- 


fore One o’clock. 





An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates reviston by the Member. 





revision by the Member, 


An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indicates 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, Caledonian Railway Bill. Read 2", and 
Tuesday, 27th June, 1905. committed, 
——— Swansea Corporation Bill. Read 3°, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. with the Amendments, and passed, and 


aa returned to the Commons. 
The Lorp CuaNceLtor acquainted the | Millport Piers and Burgh Extension 

House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments | Order Confirmation Bill. Brought from 

had laid upon the Table the Certificate | the Commons, 

from the Examiners that the further 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | Darien Gold Mining Company Bill 
ing Bill have been complied with :— | [#.L.]; Leven’s Patent Bill [x.1.]; 
Dublin United Tramways. (ramble’s Divorce Bill [u.u.]. Returned 


from the Commons agreed to. 





Also the Certificate that no Standing | 
Orders are applicable to the following} Rhymney Railway Bill [n.t.].  Re- 
Bill: — Local Government Provisional | turned from the Commons agreed to, 
Orders (No. 15). | with Amendments, The said Amend- 

| ments considered, and agreed to. 

And also the Certificate that the | 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow-| Morley Corporation Bill. Returned 
ing Bill have been complied with :—Local | from the Commons with the Amend- 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 10). | ments agreed to. 


The same were ordered to lie on the | 


Table. Local Government Provisional Orders 


| 

|(No. 8) Bill. Read 2* (according to 
| order), and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 


Report from, That the Standing Orders , 
10t complied with in respect of the Peti- , ih 
net Comree ae ee ee Local Government Provisional Orders 
tion for a Bill by the South Barracas | ,- ss : 

: Me Pen i gs - | (No. 10) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
(Buenos Ayres) Gas and Coke Company | *~". i a 
Se r ’ | visional Orders (No. 13) Bill: Local 
ought to be dispensed with, and leave | 4 teas 
sian tis tabediens i | Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
x |(No. 4) Bill. Read 2* (according to 
Read, and agreed to. | order), and committed to a Committee of 
'the Whole House on Thursday next. 

South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas | 
and Coke Company Bill [#.1.]. Presented ; | Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
read 1*; and referred to the Examiners. | (No. 7) Bill. Read 3* (according to 

‘order); an Amendment made; Bill 

Corbett Estate Bill [H.L.]. Reported, | passed, and returned to the Commons. 

with Amendments. | 
| Loeal Government Provisional Orders 

Dublin United Tramways Bill. Read | (No. 9) Bill. Read 3* (according to 
2', and committed. The Committee to | order), and passed. 
be proposed by the Committee of) 
Q 


é 


election. | Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


| (No. 8) Bill [H.L.]. Read 3* (according 
Midland Railway Bill. Read 2*, and | to order), and passed, and sent to the 
commit ted. ; Commons. 


North-Eastern Railway Bill. Read 2*,| Local Government Provisional Orders 
and committed. The Committee to be | (No. 15) Bill. House in Committee (ac- 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. | cording to order); Bill reported without 

| Amendment; Standing Committee nega- 

Worcestershire County Council|tived; and Bill to be read 3‘ on Thurs- 
(Bridges) Bill; Bootle Corporation Bill; | day next. 
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Millport Piers and Burgh Extension 
Order Confirmation Bill. Read 1*; to 
be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899), deemed to have been read 2" (The 
Marquess of Linlithgow), and reported 
from the Committee. (No. 110.) 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TREATY SERIES, No 18 (1905). 
Treaty between Great Britain and 
Sweden and Norway for the Marriage of 
Her Roval Highness Princess Margaret 
of Great Britain and Ireland with His 
Roval Highness Prince Gustavus Ado]- 
phus of Sweden and Norway; signed 
at Stockholm, 20.h May, 1905. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


CRIMINAL CASES | 


tESERVATION OF 
POINTS OF LAW) BILL 


BI (rasa, 1 

Reported from the Standing Commit 
tee without furtler Amendment. The 
Report of the Amendments, made in 
Committee of the Whole House. to be 
received on Thursday next. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (AMENDMENT) 

BILL [1.1.1]. 
“The evidence taken before the 
Select Committee from time to time to 
be printed, but no copies to be delivered 
out except to members of the Committee, 
and such other persons as the Committee 
shall think fit, until further onder. 
(No. 109.) 


FINANCE BILL. 


Read 3" (according to order), and 


passed. 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be 
considered on Thursday next in order to 


its being suspended for that day’s. 
sitting. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five o’elock, 
to Thursday next, half-past 
Ten o'clock. 


{COMMONS} 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 27th June, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





Formby Township Bill [Lords]; Little- 
hampton Urban District Council Bil! 
[Lords]; Llandrindod Wells Urban Dis 
trict Council Bill [Lords]; Matlock Bath 
Improvement Bill [Lords]; Metropolitan 
Electric Supply Company (Acton District) 
Bill [Lords]; Southport, Birkdale, and 


West Lancashire Water Board Bill 
[Lords]. Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways Bill [Lords] (by 
Order). Third Reading deferred till 
Monday next. 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bull [Lords]: 
Inverness Gas and Water Provisional 
Order Bill; Port Glasgow Improvement 
Provisional Order Bill. Read a second 
time, and committed. 


North East London Railway Bill 
Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Joint Committee ot 
the House of Lords and the House ot 
Commons on London Underground 
Railways in Session 1901, and the 
Report of the said Joint Committee, and 
the Minutes of Evidence taken before the 
Select Committee of this House on the 
City and North East Suburban Electric 
Railway Bill in Session 1903, be referred 
to the Select Committee on the North 
East London Railway Bill.—(Mr. Cald- 
wel!) 


Housing of the Working Classes Acts 
Amendment Bill. Second Reading de- 
ferred from To-morrow till Wednesday, 
12th July. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolutions reported from the Select 
Committee :— 
1, ** That, in the case of the Workington 
Harbour and Dock Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
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with :—That the parties be permitted to , 


proceed with their Bill.” 


2“That, in the case of the Adminis- 
trative County of London and District 
Electric Power Company Bill [Lords], 
the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill.” 


esolutions agreed to. 


Workington Ha:bour and Dock Bill 
[Lords]. Report [this day] from the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders 
read, 


Bill to be read a second time. 


Administrative County of London and 
District Electric Power Company Bili 
[Lords]. Report [this day] from the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders 
read. 


Bill to be read a second time. 


Mansfield Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
teported, with Amendments, from the 
Police and Sanitary Committee; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Preston Corporation (Ribble Naviga- 
tion) Bill [Lords]. Reported, with 
\mendments; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Finance 
Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 3) Bill; socal 
(sovernment Provisional Order (Gas) Bill; 
iocal Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) 
Bill; London United Tramways (Ex- 
tension of Time) Bill, without Amend- 
ment. 


Highland Railway Bill, with an Amend- 
ment. 


Great Northern 
Amendments. 


Railway Bill, with 


Amendment to—Barry Railway Bill 
[ Lords]. 


| 
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Amendments to — Municipal Corpora- 
tions (Merthyr Tydfil Scheme Confirma- 
tion) Bill [Lords]; Clacton Improvement 
Bill [Lords]; Dearne Valley Railway 
Bill [Lerds], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 
made by the Board of Education, under 
the Education Acts, 1x70 to 1903, to 
enable the London County Council to put 
in force the Lands Clauses Acts.” 
Education Board Provisional Order Con- 
firmation (London, No. 1) Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under The Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating 
to Bolsover Gas, Denbigh Water, Formby 
Gas, Havling Water, and Staveley Gas.” 
[Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under The Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, re- 
lating to Dorking Water, Maidenhead 
Water, Tavistock Gas, Wey Valley 
Water, and Ystalyfera Gas.” [Gas and 
Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Billi 
[Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade, under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, I882 and 1888, The 
Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, 
and The Electric Lighting (Scotland) Aet. 
1902, relating to Airdrie, Coatbridge. 
Cults and District.’ [Eleetric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. &) Bill [Lords.] 


Donovan's Divorce Bill [Lords]. That 
They communicate Minutes of Evidence 
and proceedings taken upon the Second 
Reading of Donovan’s Divorce Biil, as 
desired by this House, with a request 
that the same may be returned. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London, No. 1) Bill 
[Lords]. Read the first time; referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 252.] 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]. Read the first time ; 
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referred to the Examiners of Petitions 


Questions. 


for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


{ Bill 253.] 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation | 


(No, 2) Bill [Lords]. Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
254.) 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill [Lords]. Read the first time ; 


referred to the Examiners of Petitions | 


for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
255. ] 


PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 
ATTENDANCE). 
Petition from Stornoway, for alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table. 
LAND VALUES (ASSESSMENT AND 
RATING) BILL. 
Petition from Keighley, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ISLE OF MAN. 

Account presented, of Revenue and 
Expenditure for the year ended March 
31st, 1905, with the Report of the Comp- 
troller and Auditor-General thereon [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 212.] 


TREATY SERIES (No. 18, 1905). 
Copy presented, of Treaty between 
Great Britain and Sweden and Norway, 
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(SCHOOL | 


| [ cannot 


for the Marriage of Her Roval Highness | 


Princess Margaret of Great Britain and 
Ireland with His Royal Highness Prince 
(iustavus Adolphus of Sweden and 
Norway. Signed at Stockholm, May 20th, 
1905 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3422 to 3425 [bv Command]; to lie upon 


the Table. 











Questions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Rifle-Shooting as part of Educational 
System. 
Str ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead) : 
To ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


| whether, in view of the opinion expressed 


by Field-Marshal Earl Roberts that 
training in rifle-shooting can be effectively 
given by the use of miniature ranges and 
that such training, if given universally, 
would add to the security of the nation, 
His Majesty's Government will consider 
whether such training can be provide 
through the medium of the Education 
Department. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 4 
am very sensible of the great importance 
of the subject to which Lord Roberts has 
recently called public attention, but I do 
not think that to the Education Depart- 
ment can properly be assigned the 
responsibility for providing the training 
which is contemplated under Lord Roberts 
scheme. 


New Transvaal Constitution—Oppor- 

tunity for Discussion. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether, and what, oppor- 
tunity will be given to the House to 
discuss the provisions of the new Trans- 
vaal Constitution. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) | 
presume that the Colonial Office Vote 
will be the suitable occasion for the 
discussion which the hon. Member desires. 
at present fix a date, but 
adequate notice will be given before the 
Vote is taken. 


Churches (Scotland) Bill. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs): 
To ask the First Lord of the Treasury if, 
in view of the numerous cases of interdict 
and eviction which are daily taking place 
in connection with the United Free 
Church of Scotland, he will now name an 
early day to take the Second Reading of 
the Churches (Scotland) Bill. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Baliour.) 
This Question was answered to-day by 
































Questions. 


my right hon. friend the Lord-Advocate, | 
as my hon. friend will have noticed. 


Bovine Tuberculosis Commission Report— 
Tuberculosis Compensation Bill. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he can state when 
the Report of the Bovine Tuberculosis 
Commission will be issued ; whether his 
attention has been called to the state- 
ment of Dr. Koch respecting the interim 
Report, as to the absence of evidence to 
prove that man can be infected by 
animal tuberculosis in any but the very 
slightest degree; and whether, in view 
of this pronouncement, the Government 
will support the Trberculosis Compensa- 
tion Bill. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) As 1 
stated in my reply to the hon. Member for 
theEastern Division of Northainptonshire 
on the Yth ultimof, I understand that the 
Royal Commission hope to issue a further 
interim Report towards the end of the 
present year, but that it is not possible 
to say at present when the final Report 
will be issued. My attention has been 
drawn to the statement of Dr. Koch 
referred to. I sympathise with the 
object of the Bill mentioned in the last 
part of the Question, but I am afraid I 
cannot give any promise With regard to 
it. 


Telephonic Facilities in Northampton- 

shire. 

CotonEL STOPFORD SACKVILLE 
(Northamptonshire, N.): To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether any exten- 
sion of the telephone system is now being 
carried on by the Post Office within the 
county of Northampton; and -can he say 
when the towns of Oundle and Thrap- 
ston may expect to be provided with 
telephonic facilities. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.)  Ex- 
changes have been opened during the 
present year at Daventry and Brackley, 
in the county of Northampton, and an 
exchange is in course of construction at 
Towcester. Estimates are in preparation 
for exchanges at Oundle and Thrapston, 
and the establishment of exchanges at 


+ See (4) Debates, exlv., 1342. 
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these towns will depend upon the amount 
of support which is forthcoming. Inquiry 
is being made to ascertain the number of 
subscribers who are willing to rent ex 
change lines, and a decision will be 
arrived at as soon as possible. 


Questions. 


Pay of Post Office Adult Night 
Messengers. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Postmaster -General whether the new 
wages scheme which came into force last 
April applies to adult night messengers 
employed on full time duty in offices 
where the minimum of the established 
postmen has been raised ; and, if so, can 
he say from what date it will take effect. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Under 
the scheme to which the hon. Member 
refers the pay of unestablished night tele- 
graph messengers employed full time in 
provincial towns has been raised to the 
minimum of the established postmen of 
the town as from April Ist last. 


Pay of Unestablished Postmen. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster - General 
whether unestablished postmen, in places 
where there are no established postmen 
with whom to compare them, will be 
granted increase of pay under his 
Memorandum of March 24th last. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) In cases 
such as those to which the hon. Member 
refers the pay of the unestablished full- 
duty postmen is being adjusted within 
the limits of the scale which would be 
proper to established postmen at the 
offices concerned. 


Pay of Rural Postmen at Carlisle. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: To ask 
the Postmaster-General why the rural 
postmen at Carlisle have not been placed 
on the town-postmen maximum of 
26s. a week, as announced in his 
Memorandum of March last. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The question 

is under conside’ation, and a decision 
will be communicated to the postmen 
concerned in due course. 
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Questions. 


Increase in Vivisection Experiments. 

Mr. CUMMING MACDONA (South- 
wark, Rotherhithe): To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if he 
is aware of the increase in the number 
of experiments of vivisectors upon 
animals this year over last year, the 
numbers being 32,562 in 1905, as against 
19,084 in 1904, being a total increase of 
13,478 ; whether, in view of this increase, 


he will take steps to reduce this 
number, 
(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 


Douglas.) Tam of course aware of the 
increase pointed out by the hon. Mem- 
ber. The particulars on pages 4 and 5 
of the Annua! Return show that this 
increase is almost wholly in the experi- 
ments ineluded in Table IV. (B), 7... 
experiments of the nature of simple 
inoculations or hypodermic injections, 
and a very large proportion of those 
experiments were performed on behalf of 
official bodies. The progressive rise in 
the total number of experiments in 
recent vears has been due almost entirely 
to the constantly increasing importance 
attached by the public and_ public 
authorities to experiments upon animals 
as a means of obtaining the knowledge 
required for the diagnosis of disease or 
for the prevention of disease in men and 
animals. It is not for me to take any 
action in the direction suggested. My 
duties under the statute are confined to 
seeing that the proposed experiments 
are conducted in conformity with the 
provisions of the Act. 


Harbour one and Inflammable 

ils. 

Mr. GRENFELL (Buckinghamshire. 
Wycombe): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
lie is aware that the Petroleum Acts only 
empower harbour authorities to make 
by-laws regulating the import trade in 
the highly inflammable oils such as 
benzine, naphtha, motor spirit, ete., to 
which the Acts apply; and _ that, 
although equal risks are attendant upon 
such oils when taken out of or in transit 
within the port, no regulations or 
precautions can be enforced for prevent- 
-ing vessels engaged in these operations 
‘rom becoming a danger to the shipping 
and property jin the harbour they are 
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using; and whether there is any prospect 


of a Bill being brought in to deal with 
this important matter at an early date. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretory Akers- 
Douglas.) I have had u»‘tee my con- 
sideration the question of extending the 
power of harbour authorities to make 
by-laws under Section 4 of the Petroleum 
Act, 1871, but I fear that there would be 
no opportunity for legisiation — this 
session. The matter shall not, however, 
be lost sight of, 


Education—Money Prizes. 
ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, 
To ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Education whether a local education 
authority may award to the scholars 
attending the schools under _ that 
authority prizes in money out of the 
school income, or whether the giving o! 
such prizes would imperil the Parlia- 
mentary grant. 


(Answered by Sir William Anson.) The 
giving of prizes in money by the local 
authority would not imperil the grant. 
As to whether such expenditure is 
permissible, is a question for the district 
auditor, whose decision is subject to 
revision by the Local Government Board. 


Traffic Regulations in Phenix Park, 
Dublin. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Treland 
whether he is aware that a regulation 
exists preventing vans or carts passing 
through Phoenix Park; and whether, im 
view of the inconvenience of this regula- 
tion to traders and others, he will arrange 
to allow the roads in Phoenix Park to be 
utilised by traders and farmers. 


: (Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
The regulation exists, as stated in the 
hon. Member’s Question, the object being 
to prevent the use of the park roads as 
thoroughfares. Exceptions are made in 
certain classes of cases where the rule 
would produce hardship, The differences 
in the distances by the park roads and 
by the county roads most 
instances, very slight. 


are, in 
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Erection of Irish College of Science 
—Irish Materials. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 


Questions. 


whether he will arrange that the 
materials to be used in the erection 


of the College of Science shall be Irish ; 
whether he is aware that a greater 
portion of the material used in the Albert 
Agricultural College was imported; and 
whether he will sce that Irish materials 
shall be used and Irish workmen and 
Trish architects be employed on public 
works in Ireland. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
As I have stated on several previous 
occasions, Ido not consider it feasible 
to restrict contractors in the choice of 
their workmen or materials; but J have 
no doubt that, where practicable, | 
preference will be given to Ireland. As | 
regards the Albert Agricultural College I | 
am informed that it would be incorrect | 
to say that the greater portion of the | 
building materials used were imported. 
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object of the expedition; and how many 
casualties occurred. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Lyttelton.) 
[ presume that the Question has 
reference to a communication from 
Reuter’s agent in Liverpool which was 
published in the newspapers on the 
19th of June. I am awaiting a report 
on the subect from the High Com- 
missioner of Southern Nigeria. 


Rejection of Bread at Ballykinlar Camp 
‘Names of Contractors. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s - County, 
Ossory): To ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office whether he can state 
the names of the contractors whose 
bread was rejected on three occasions at 
Ballykinlar camp, county Down; the 
prices quoted on the tender accepted ; 
the penalties incurred by the contractor ; 
and the penalties exacted from him. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 


Forster.) The bread was only rejected 
|in one case, not three. The firm 
concerned is the Bloomfield Bakery 


Irish Schools—Bilingual Education 
Scheme. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry. 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will supply a Return of the districts or 
schools in county Kerry where the Board 
of National Education would be prepared 
to sanction the introduction of the | 
bilingual education scheme, a programme 
for which has been lately issued by the 
Board. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Commissioners cannot undertake to 
furnish such a Return. Applications for 
sanction of the bilingual programme from 
managers of national schoo's will be 
acceded to in all cases which the Com- 
missioners deem suitable. 


| 
| 
Fighting in Southern Nigeria. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
To ask the Secretary olf State for the | 
Colonies whether he has received any 
information as to recent severe fighting 
in Southern Nigeria; if he can say what 
was the force employed ; what was the 





| Company. 
| and 


The prices are contidential, 
cannot be stated. The penalty 
enforced on the contractor was that the 
tirm had to replice the bread rejected. 


South African War Stores Contracts 
Str JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 


| the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
| seeing that British mercantile firms of 
| standing in South Africa did not receive 
| orders for supplies to the military after 


the middle of 1900. but that they were 
given to foreign middlemen, the Roval 
Commission now to be appointed will be 
empowered to inquire why goods were 
regularly purchased by our military 
buyers at higher prices than thev were 
offered at or could have been obtained 


/ from British colonial merchants. 


(Answered by Mr. A J. Balfour.) It 
appears to me that the terms of reference 
to the Royal Commission were wide 
enough to cover substantialiy the hon. 
Member’s Question; but, of course. this 
is a matter to be determined by the 
Commissioners. 
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Questions. 
A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
said he wished to invite the attention of 
Mr. Speaker to a Question on the Paper 
in the name of the hon. Member for the 
New Farest Div:sion of Hampshire, and 
to ask whether it was in order, seeing that 
it claimed the right of Members of this 
House and the House of Peers to 
motor through Hyde Park during pro- 
hibited hours on the grounds of the 
privilege of having free ingress and egress 
to the House of Commons. and invited 
a Minister ot the Crown to express an 
opinion thereon, He submitted that Mr. 
Speaker was the sole exponent of the 
privileges of the House, that it was his 
high privilege to be their mouthpiece, and 
that it was not competent for any Mem- 
ber to deal with a matter of this sort. 
Moreover the same question was raised in 
the House in July last year, and the 
then Speaker decided that it was not 
a question of privilege but of police 
regulation. ; 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is obvious that in 
any Answer that may be given by the 
hon. Member for Chorley, he has no 
right or title to settle what are orare not 
matters of privilege. I think the Ques- 
tion is simply intended to call attention 
to the fact that there is a claim of 
privilege, and that if such claim exists the 
new regulations ought not to have been 
made. But I am obliged to the hon. 
Member for his very careful editing of 
the Question, and I hope he will give me 
his assistance on future occasions, 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South African War Stores Inquiry-- Sir 
Neville Lyttelton's Position. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War what steps, if any, did Sir 
Neville Lyttelton take to inquire into 
the irregularities in the transactions of 
the sales and refunds to contractors, to 
which the attention of the headquarters 
staff at Pretoria had been called by the 
officer commanding the Bloemfontein 


District in March, 1903, and which had 
been in operation since the middle of 
‘02; what report, if any, did Sir Neville | 
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Lyttelton make to the War Office at 


home in reference to these irregularities ; 
and whether the communications, if any, 
between Sir Neville Lyttelton and the 
War Office with respect to the sales and 
refunds to contractors will be presented 
to the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg also 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
what explanation, if any, have tiie War 
Office authorities to give for the fact 
that the orders of the War Office 
given by cablegram that reports be sent 
each month by cabl gram to the War 
Office showing receipts on account of 
stores, supplies, remounts. ete., sold by 
the Army in South Africa to civilian 
authorities or to private buyers, were 
ignored, and that these returns were 
never furnished; and what action, if 
any, did the War Office authorities take 
in view of this neglect on the part of the 
office of the Director of Supplies to obey 
these orders from the centre of authority 
in military affairs at home. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arnoup-lorsver, Belfast, 


W.): These points fall within the scope 
of the inquiry to be held by the Royal 
Commission, which will be empowered to 
call for all Papers necessary. I am not. 
therefore, in a position to reply to the 
hon. Member. 


Mr. SWIFT VMACNEILL said the 
House was entitled to the information 
required in his specific Questions. eo 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER | said it 
would be given to the judicial tribunal. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said the 
right hon. Gentleman was asked what 
communications had passed, These 
things were within his knowledge, and 
information should not be refused. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
has asked his Questions and received his 
reply. 


Mr. Meyer. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War to what 
nationality did Meyer, described in the: 
Butler Sales and Refunds to Contractors 
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Report as a favoured contractor in 
relation both to his supply to us and his 
purchases from us, originally belong, and 
when was he naturalised ; whether he 
has inquired, or intends to inquire, the 
gounds on which Meyer became a 
favoured contractor, and whether there 
is any, and, if so, what, connection 
between him and a person referred to in 
the Report as some shadowy personality 
occasionally showing in the background 
of these transactions; and what steps, if 
any, does he intend to take for the 
probing to the bottom of transactions of 
which the Butler Committee say in their 
eport they have only been able to touch 
ihe fringe. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have no 
information to enable me to reply to the 
first part of the Question. The other 
matters alluded to in the Question will 
fall within the field of the inquiry to be 
held by the Royal Commission. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The right 
hon. Gentleman takes refuge in the Com- 
mission inquiry like a naughty child. 


Military Stores Scandal—Destruction of 
Documents. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the Attorney-General has been 
consulted with reference to the putting 
o the Public Prosecutor in motion with 
reference to the taking of proceedings 
agaist persons to whom may be traced 
the destruction of documents in con- 
nection with the sales and refunds to 
contractors in South Africa, to which 
reference has been made in the Report of 
the Butler Committee ; and what steps, 
ifany, do the War Office authorities pro- 
pose to take with a view of bringing to 
justice the destroyers of these docu- 
ments. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The reply 
to the first part of the Question is in 
the negative. The reply to the second 
part of the Question cannot be given 
until the Royal Commission has re- 
ported. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Why can- 
not all these documents be laid before 
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the Attorney-General, as in the Whitaker 
Wright case ? 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) : Does the in- 
quiry prevent the documents being laid 
before the Attorney-General before the 
Commission reports ¢ 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No; the 
whole of these documents and the 
Report of the Committee have been laid 
before the Public Prosecutor, but there 
is no evidence to justify prosecution. 


Mere WHITLEY: Apart from the 
action of the Public Prosecutor, does the 
right hon. Gentleman say there has not 
been any destruction of documents / 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, IT do 
not say anything of the kind. I do not 
know ; inquiry will reveal whether there 


has been or not, 


War Office Delays. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
why did the War Office neglect to 
take any steps until January, 1905. 
to inquire into the irregularities in 
the sales and refunds to contractors in 
South Africa on which the Auditor- 
General first reported in February, 1904; 
and whether the War Office authorities 
have any, and, if so, what, explanation to 
make of a delay which has facilitated 
attempts by the destruction of documents 
to conceal the character of these transac - 
tions, or the persons who participated in 
them. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: = The 
Comptroller and Auditor-General’s Report 
of February, 19:4, dealt with points 
different from the irregularities to which 
the hon. Member refers. The paragraphs 
apparently alluded to are—Paragraph 
82, which deals with loss on sales to 
the Repatriation Department—a matter 
totally separate from sales and refunds 
to contractors, Paragraph 83—Sales 
by Military Sales Department—which 
have not been alleged to have ¥ been 
irregular. Paragraph 84—Sales below 
the minimum rate at which tenders 


had been invited. Sales of perishable 
supplies had to be made, and it is no more 
open to the Army than to any other 
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seller to fix what the buyer shall pay. 
The fact that low prices had been accepted 
by the local military authorities would 
not imply the existence of any scandal. 


Questions. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
in the paragraphs quoted the Auditor- 
Gener :] quotes from the Report of General 
Lyttelton on these very transactions ? 
Does he propose to lay that Report on the 
Table ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER~: No, Sir. 
I propose to submit all these Papers and 
other documents relating to them to the 
Royal Commission. 


Losses on War Stores in South Africa. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8.W.) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office if his attention has been 
valled to a statement in the Press to the 
effect that six or seven millions of money 
was lost upon the sales of stores referred 
to by Lord Kitchener as being in his 
possession at the end of the war, and 
whether the statement is true. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromiey 
DAVENPORT, Cheshire, Macclesfield): My 
attention has been drawn to the state- 
iment, which is undeniably inaccurate. 
If the hon. Member wishes me to state 
a few of the leading facts already 
mentioned J will repeat them. Lord 
Kitchener estimated that the stores in 
his possession at the end of the war, if all 
sold, might realise seven millions of 
money. Whether that estimate was 
correct or not I need not now discuss, 
butj there is evidence to show that it 
was} based upon anticipation of prices 
which were not in fact realised. I can 
give to the House four figures, which 
have been already quoted, and which 
show the absurdity of the suggestion 
that £7,000,000 have been lost. We 
have received from the Repatriation 
Committee for stores sold to them 
£2,680.000, all stores referred to by Lord 
Kitchener. We have received further 


£2,000,000 for horses and other animals, 
and £718,000, as stated by my right 
hon. friend last night, in respect of 
those transactions which were 


under 
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discussion yesterday. We also, out of 
those stores, fed for six months 140,000 
persons in the concentration camps. 
The total value of those stores so supplied 
to the camps cannot possibly have been 
less than £1,000,000. If those figures 
are added together, it will be found 
that upon the stores remaining at the 
end of the war we realised £6,400,000, 
I wish to add that I do not at all admit 
that the remaining £600,000 is to be 
regarded as loss—because, as | have 
already stated, the estimate of Lord 
Kitchener was based, as can be shown, 
on prices which could not be realised. 


Mr. LIEF JONES (Westmoreland. 
Appleby): Is there any significance in 
the use of the word *‘ surplus”? by Lord 
Kitchener. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 
intention was to sell everything, and the 
valuation Lord Kitchener put upon his 
stores was in respect of all stores he then 
had in South Africa. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Can the 
House have a statement showing the 
actual remaining stores to which these 
caleulations had reference, and the 
amounts received for each category, and 
the times of sale. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Lam 
not prepared to answer at this moment. 
[have been asked to state, and have 
stated, the actual money received. The 
statement that there has been a loss of 
£7,000,000 is absolutely without founda- 
tion. 


Mr. LIEF JONES: Is it to be under- 
stood that Lord Kitchener did not con- 
template reserving any stores / 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury): Is it 
a fact that a profit was made on the trans- 
actions, and will it appear in the accounts 
as an appropriation in aid ? 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Shall we 
realise a dividend on the war 2? 


Mr. WHITLEY: Is it not the case 
that supplies were pouring into South 
Africa all this time 2 
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Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: It is | Office has taken during the last six years 


true, and that has been taken into ac- 
eount. On the other hand, it must be 
remembered that during six months we 
took out of the stores six months perish- 
able and nine months imperishable sup- 
plies. It is perfectly fair, though these 
are rough estimates, to set one against 
the other, 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: 
appear in the Appropriation Accounts ? 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
Will these figures be laid before the Com- 
mission 2 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: No 
doubt they will be available should the 
Commissioners wish to have them. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or rae TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
HaLrour, Manchester, E.): Of course 
they will. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Shall I be 


justified in putting down the Questions to 


the Financial Secretary which _ his 
master, the Secretary for War, has re- 
fused to answer? He certainly is the 


more Communicative. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): As this 
experiment has been so successful, will the 
Financial Secretary to the War Office 
ask the hon. Member for South-West 
Manchester to give notice of another 
“cut and dried” Question ? 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Volunteer Organisation. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if his attention has been 
called to the declaration of the President 
of the Imperial Defence Committee that, 
although in 1899 there were numbers of 
Volunteers in the country, they were 
not organised from the point of view of 
a field army, and there was not any 
machinery for organising them, no head- 
quarters staff, and no sufficient arrange- 
ment for instantaneously using them asa 
field army; and if he can inform the 
House what steps, if any, the War 
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| to remedy such a condition of affairs. 

| 

| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : In reply 
| to the Question put yesterday t by my 
| hon. and gallant friend on the subject of 
| the organisation of the Volunteers as a 
‘field force I gave a full Answer explain- 
ing the measures which were now being 
'taken. This Answer covers a reply to 
the present Question. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): Is it 
not a fact that for the last two years 
charges have been borne on the Esti- 
mates for Army Service Corps for the 
Volunteers which have never been put 
into operation ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There has 
been an important departure in the 
direction of the organisation ef Army 
Corps for the Volunteer force, and I hope 
thie experiment will be extended. 


Deficiency of Volunteer Officers. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War what 
was the deficiency of officers in the 
Volunteer force on May 31st, 1905; and 
how the strength of the force shown by 
the last Quarterly Return compares with 
the corresponding date in 1900, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The total 
deficiency of combatant officers amounted 
to 2,770, including 197 seconded. The 
strength of the force, for all ranks, on 
April lst was 248,591. The figures for 
the corresponding month in 1900 cannot 
be given, but the figures for October Ist. 
| 1900—the year of the war—were 282,752. 


Reserve of Army Officers. 

-~Srr HOWARD VINCENT: T beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War what 
is the total establishment of the reserve 
of officers, and if it provides, as in the 
United States, for filling vacancies in the 
Regular Army on mobilisation, and also 
for the officering of irregular corps in ihe 
event of war; and how many officers are 
now in the reserve and available in the 
event of active service. 








+ See page 89. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is 
no fixed establishment of the reserve of 
officers. The reserve is intended to pro- 
vide for the purposes stated in the 
Question so far as numbers will permit, 
but the composition and organisation of 
the reserve is at present under considera- 
tion. The number of officers on the 
strength amounts to 2,388, exclusive of 
396 who are in various kinds of military, 
colonial, and otheremploymeut. Of the 
former number at least 20 per cent. must 
be deducted for medical unfitness as 
regards availability for active service. I 


Questions. 
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Mr.SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is aware that, under 
the Bill lately passed by the Newfound- 
land Legislature to confirm a contract 
made with the Anglo - Newfoundland 
Development Company, Limited, for the 
purpose of utilising the timber resources 


‘of the colony in the establishment of 


pulp and paper industries, the lessees are 


granted full mineral and quarry rights 
over an area estimated at 2,100,000 acres, 


consider the question of increasing the | 


reserve of o;ficers one of the most 
important of these which now engage the 
attention of the Army Council. 


Anglo-Newfoundland Development 


Company. 
Mr. LEIF JONES: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 


whether he is aware that the Government 
of Newfoundland paid in 1901 the sum of 


such rights not being necessary for the 
stated purposes of the contract, and 
being subject only toa nominal charge of 
5 per cent. on the net profits of the 
sale of precious and other metals, 
minerals, and mineral substances; and 


‘that the lessees are free from the pro- 


visions of the existing law as to the 
verification and proof of accounts by 
holders of mineral licences ; and whether, 
seeing that the terms of the lease are 


contrary in these and other respects to 


850,000 dollars to recover from Mr. R.G. | 


Reid certain lands which had _ been 
granted to him by Act of Legislature ; 
and that the same Government is now 
proposing to grant to the Anglo-New- 
foundland Development Company, 
Limited, a perpetually renewable lease of 
a far larger area of land comprising the 
whole watershed of the Exploits River ; 


and, if so, whether he proposes to take | 


any action inthe matter. 


The following Questions also appeared 
on the Paper on the same subject— 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): To ask 
the Secretary oi State for the Colonies 
whether, 
Newtfoundlind Crown Lands Act, 1903, 
demands a payment of five dollars per 


the express provisions of the Crown 
Lands Act of 1903 now in force in the 
colony, he will state what action, if any 
he proposes to take in the matter. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONTES (Mr. Lyrretrtoy, 
Warwick and Leamington): I can only 
refer the hon. Members to the Answer 
which I gave on the 22nd June + to other 
Questions on the subject of this contract. 


Mr. WHITLEY : When does the right 
hon. Gentleman expect to receive a 
copy of the final agreement, and will he 


_ allow Members of the House to see it ? 


in view of the fact that The | 


square mile for the first year and of three | 
dollars per square mile thereafter for all | 


the lands granted under a ninety-nine 
years pulp limit lease, and that the 
perpetually renewable lease now  pro- 
posed to be granted to the Anglo-New- 
foundland Development Company, 
Limited, provides for the payment of two 
dollars per square mile only and expressly 
exempts the lessees from any payment 
whatever for swamp and barren lands, 
he proposes to take any, and, if any, 
what, action in the matter. 


oil 





Mr. LYTTELTON: I should like to 


have notice of that Question. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Is it expected this 
week ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON : I cannot say. 


Mr, Van Rensburg. of the South African 
Inter-Colonial Council. 

Mr. WHITLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if 
he is aware that at the first meeting, in 
Heidelberg, of creditors in the insolvent 
estate of Mr. Van Rensburg, who recently 
resigned his seat as a nominated member 





+ See (4) Debates, exlvii., 1350. 
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of the Inter-Colonial Council, debts to 
the amount of £51,000 were proved, and 
included in the list was a sum of £20,000 
due to the Colonial Treasurer of the 
Transvaal; and can he say for what pur- 
pose this loan was made. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have no official 
information as yet on the subject referred 
£0. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Is this the man 
whose telegram that the Boers were not 
opposed to Chinese labour was read out 
to this House 2? 


Mr SWIFT MACNEILL: How long 
has he been naturalised ? 


[No Answers were returned.] 


Cost of Transvaal Governor’s and Lieu- 
tenant-Governor's Establishments. 


Mr. WHITLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that, according to the Treasury accounts 
of the Transvaal Government for the 
vear ending 30th June, 1904, the expenses 
ot the establishments of the Governor 
and Lieutenant-Governor amounted to a 
sum of £63,860, in addition to £30,000 
set aside for buying a house for the 
Governor and £40,000 for the building of 
a house for the Lieutenant-Governor, and 
that these expenses included such items 
as £1,535 &s. Sd. for a dance given at the 
Wanderers Hall, Johannesburg; and 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
tie establishment of the late President 
Kruger only involved an annual cost of 
£7,700, he will call for greater economy 
in the Transvaal administration until the 
obligation of the £30,000,000 war contri- 
bution has been discharged. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I must remind 
the hon. Member that His Majesty’s 
Government has elected to treat the 
new colonies as self-governing colonies 
in all matters in which Imperial interests 
»re not directly concerned. The items 
of expenditure referred to clearly fall 
within the scope of this principle, and 
the Appropriation Ordinances which pro- 
vide for them have been duly passed by 
the local Legislature. I may add that I 


am unable to follow all the hon. Mem-, 


{27 June 1905} 


Questions, 250 
ber’s figures, and the comparison which 
he makes requires considerable qualifi- 
cation, because the expenses of the 
Governor’s establishment (part of which 
is borne by Orange River Colony funds) 
and of the Lieutenant-Governor’s, cover 
some items like clerical assistance and 
cables which appear separately in the 
Estimates of the South African Re- 
public. In the case of the Governor's 
house the sum set aside for its purchase 
would remove a charge of £1,900 per 
annum for rent. I feel sure that Lord 
Selborne may be relied upon to practise 
all reasonable economy in these matters, 
and I may say that considerable re- 
trenchments have been made by the 
Administration within the last year. 
It must be remembered in dealing with 
the expenditure referred to that the cost 
of land, building, and living, which enor- 
mously increased during and after the 
war, still remains very high. 


Mr. WHITLEY: My figures are from 
the official Return. Does the right hon. 
Gentleman consider that the decision of 
the Government to treat the colony as 
self-governing takes away from the 
power of his office to consider its finances 
until the £30,000,000 loan has been 
paid ? 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): Is there 
any precedent in our colonial adminis- 
tration for treating a colony which is in 
fact a Crown colony as a self-governing 
colony, and for abrogating the right and 
duty of restraining expenditure ? 


Mr. BUCHANAN: May I also ask 
whether, under the new Constitution to be 
given to the Transvaal, the new Transvaal 
Legislature will have the power of re- 
ducing the Governor’s salary or his 
establishment expenses ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: No; the Gover- 
nor’s salary is reserved under the 
new Constitution. I do not like to 
reply off-hand to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s Question, which should be put 
down. The power referred to by the 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Halifax 
was not taken away, but that power 
must be exercised with the greate-t 
discretion. 
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Mr. WHITLEY: Then my Question 
stands: Will the Government exercise 
that power as against this extravagance 
until the loan has been paid ? 

Mr. LYTTELTON: I have answered 
that. 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Owestry) : 
Is it really the fact that the establish- 
ments of the Governor and Lieutenant- 
Governor of the Transvaal are now more 
expensive than Mr, Kruger’s establish- 
ment 2 


Mr. LYTTELTON: No doubt; but 
the establishments to which I have 
referred, as I have explained, include | 
numerous items which were not included | 
in the establishment of the late Presi- 
dent Kruger. 


Disturbances at the Angelo and New 
Comet Mines. 


Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for the Colonies whether he will give | 


particulars of the disturbances which took 
place on May I4th and 15th amongst 
the employees of the Angelo and New 
Comet Mines; what were the causes which 
produced the disturbances; and whether, 
seeing that five Chinese, four Kaffirs, and 
one India coolie were killed, what steps 
he proposes to take to prevent a recur- 
rence of such incidents. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: 
received an official account of these 
disturbances, but I have asked for a 
report. 


Croesus Gold Mine, Langlaate—Cruelty to 
a Native. 

Mr. LEIF JONES: I beg to ask the | 
Secretary of State for the Colonies | 
whether his attention has been drawn to | 
a case tried before Mr. Van den Berg, at | 
“A” Court, Johannesburg, on May 17th, 


1905, in which an overseer at the Croesus | 


Gold Mine, Langlaate, was fined £20 for 
cruelty to a native, and in which the 


indictment alleged that, on 8th May, the 
accused assaulted one of his native em- | 
ployees, named Jim Simali, by handcuff- 
ing him to an iron staple attached to a 
wocden plank made fast to the floor, | 
keeping himin that position for four days | 


{COMMONS} 


I have not yet | 





Questions. 252 


without food or drink; whether he will 
take steps to have the man convicted of 
this crime removed from his post as 
overseer; and whether he will devise 
some greater safeguards than at present 
exist to prevent the occurrence of similar 
incidents in future. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I am asking the 
Governor for a report on this case and 
for his observations as to the steps 
which the Government may be able to 
take not merely to punish such offences 
but to prevent their occurrence. In the 
newspaper account of the trial which I 
have seen the accused is referred to as “a 
| contrac tor” and not as ‘an overseer” 
|and the magistrate found as a fact that 

the native had not been kept without 
| food anc drink. 





| Indian Military Charges. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether, seeing that in 
1901 the military charge for India was a 
little over £15,000,000, it having increased 
since then to over £20,500,000, the 
Governm nt of India have signified the'r 
approval of this further increase of 
£2,440,000 per year in the military ex- 
penditure of India. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
| ford): In 1900-01 the net charge falling 
| onthe revenues of India for Military Ser- 
vices was £15,019,176; im 1905-06 it is 
estimated at £20,711,900, including grarts 
of £2,439,900 on reorganisation. These 
grants have been made in accordance 
with the wishes of the Government 
of India and include expenditure from 
| an unspent balance brought forward from 
1904-05. It is contemplated that the 
| expenditure on reorganisation will be at 
'the rate of £2,000,000 a year for the 

next few years; and this will be in 
accordance with a proposal initiated by 
the Government of India. 





China and the Tibetan Treaty. 

Mr. LAMBERT: beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether the 
Chinese Government have assented to the 
Tibetan Treaty; whether he can state 
what is the exact ponte of the indemnity 
that is to be paid by the Tibetan people ; 
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and whether there are at present any | right hon. Gentleman has accepted the 
British or Indian troops in occupation of | | resignation 2 
Tibetan territory. 
| Mr. BRODRICK: I have nothing to 
Mr. BRODRICK: (1) The negotia- | add to my Answer. I have given all the 
tions as to the adhesion of China to the | information I have, 
Tibet Convention are still proceeding. | 
(2) The indemnity to be paid by Tibet is| Russian Seizures of British Steamers. 
twenty-five lakhs of rupees, as stated in| Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): I beg 
the Declaration appended to the ratified to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
copy of the Tibet Convention, published | Foreign Affairs whether he is aware that 
at page 93 of the last Tibet Blue-book.| the crew of the British steamship 
(3) [am not aware of any change in the | © Allanton.” which was unlawfully cap- 
number of troops which I informed the | tured on the 16th June, 1904, by za 
hon, Member on the 10th Aprilt were being | Russian warship, have as vet received 
maintained in Tibetan territory, viz., two | no compensation from the Russian Gov- 
and a-half companies of native infantry | ernment for the losses, risks, and hard- 
in Chumbi, and an eseort of fifty men ships imposed on them by reason of the 
with the trade agent at Gyangtse. |capture, and particularly for their 
enforced detention of nearly five months 
Mz. LAMBERT: When are the ne-|&¢ Viadivostock; and whether it is the 
gotiations with China likely to come to intention of the (rovernment to present 
+n cod’ any claim to the Russian Government on 
behalf of these men. 


My. BRODEIVE: Asthe hon. Member! se. aeinit ALON hivensedl tant 
knows, events do not travel very quickly 


5 tile. ~ | Toxteth) : May I also ask whether repre- 
sentations have been made to the Russian 
Government with regard to the sinking 
of the “ Ikhona,”’ and whether instructions 
are being sent to the commander of the 
Russian cruiser * Terek”’ similar to those 
which have been sent to the commander 
of the “ Dneiper ?” 


Reported Resignation of Sir E. Elles. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask 
if the Secretary of State for India 
has had his attention drawn to a 
statement in a Reuter telegram that 
Major-General Sir E, Elles is under the 
impression that he has tendered his! Tye UNDER-SECRETARY OF 
resignation and that it has been accepted. | STAT vor FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl 
The General, it is stated, has proferred | Percy, Kensington, S.): I do not think 
his resignation in certain conditions, and | | that arises out of the Question, but my 
these having arisen the Seeretary of | impression is that our Ambassador at St. 
State has considered it desirable to accept | Petersburg has been instructed to bring 
the resignation. Does the right hon, | this matter to the notice of the Russian 
Gentleman still adhere to his statement | Government in the same way as the 
a Sir E. Elles has not resigned ? | ne of the “St. Kilda.” The 


Answer to the earlier portion of 
Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member | the Question of the hon. Member for 
is perfectly right in saying that in a} South Shields is in the affirmative. 
despatch which I have laid before the | With reference to the concluding portion 
House General Sir E. Elles said that in 'I am informed that the crew were in 
certain eventualities he should tender | receipt of wages throughout the period 
his resignation. I have not yet heard | of the vesse’’s d tention at Vladivostock, 
that he has done so. 'and up to the present sufficient facts 
| have not been brought to the notice of 
His Majesty’s Government to justify a 
cl:im being presented to the Russian 
Government on behalf of the members of 
+ See (4) Debates, exliv., 1017. the crew. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is there any 
foundation for the statement that the | 
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Income-Tax on Easter Offerings to 
Clergymen. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : I 
legto ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether it is by his instructions 
that income-tax is being claimed on 
Faster offerings given in some churches 
to the incumbent by the congregation ; 
and whether he will cause such practice to 
be discontinued, 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AustEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): No, Sir, I have 
issued no instructions on the subject. 
‘The tax is claimed in obedience to the 
law. 


Mr. COGHILL: Is the right hon, 
(tentleman aware that clergymenare being 
harassed to pay the income-tax ¢ 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Question is of an argumentative character, 
but if the hon. Gentleman will refer to 
the Income-Tax Act, 1842, he will see 
that these offerings are chargeable with 
tax, and it is the business of the Inland 
Revenue authorities to collect that tax. 


The Revenue Bill. 

Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest): Will the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer lay on the Table a 
Memorandum’ explanatory of the 
Revenue Bill, as was done by the late 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in the case 
or the Bill of 1903 ¢ 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
think it would be for the convenience of 
the House that I should lay on the Table 
a memorandum explanatory of the 
Revenue Bill. The Bill in the main is 
composed of clauses to carry out the 
recommendations of the Committee 


which sat to inquire into the use of | 


industrial alchol. The other clauses are 
entirely concerned with the concessions 
which the Revenue has been asked to 
make in the interests of justice or 
convenience to various classes. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Will 
the clause about chicory be explained ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes. 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman tell us what is 
industrial alcohol 2 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : If 
the hon. Member will read the Bill he 
will ascertain exactly. 


‘‘ Hansard.” 

Mr. ARTHUR MORTON (Deptford) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether, in view of the indices 
attached to each volume of Hansard, he 
will consider the desirability of omitting 
the Summary of Parliamentary Proceed- 
ings, together with a list of Ministers 
and Parliamentary officials, and a chrono- 
logy of Parliamentary Debates. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr.Vicror CAvenDIsu, 
Derbyshire, W.): I am engaged in making 
inquiries as. to the practicability of 
adopting the suggestions of my hon. 
friend. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Will the hon. Gentle- 
man consult other Members before com- 
ing to a decision / 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: T shall 
be glad to consult all sections of the 
House. 


Police and Motor-Car Speeds. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the fact that an automobilist, when 
travelling between twelve and fourteen 
miles an hour, was stopped recently by 
the police, who swore he was going forty- 
three miles an hour; and whether le 
| will ascertain how such a discrepancy 
arose. 





Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKeErs- 
Dovcras, Kent, St. Augustine’s): The 
question refers to a case quoted by the 
| hon. Member for the Ormskirk Division 
of Lancashire in the debate which took 

place on the Ist of this month fon the 
| Local Government Board Estimates. 
| The report of that debate does not show 
| where the incident took place or what 





| t See (4) Lebates, exlvii., 474. 
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was the police force concerned, The hon. 
Member for the Ormskirk Division has, 
however, kindly furnished me with this 
information, and I am now making the 
inquiry suggested. 


*Mr. SOARES: And at the same time 
will the right hon. Gentleman inquire 
into the case in which Mr. Lane imposed 
a fine of only 20s. on a man who drove 
a50h.p. motor at the rate of twenty-eight 
miles an hour through Kensington. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: If the hon. 
Member will give me particulars I will do 
my best. 


Exclusion of Motor-Cars from Hyde Park. 

Sir CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
Furness): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for Chorley, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, under what 
regulations the Office of Works has given 
orders to exclude motor-cars from Hyde 
Park in the afternoon; and whether the 
regulation will be laid upon the Table of 
the House for the information of 
Members. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): The Regulation under which 
motor traffic is excluded from Hyde Park 
between the hours of 4 p.m. and 7 p.m. 
has been mede under the provisions of 
Rule No. | for Hyde Park in connection 
with the Regulations prescribed by the 
Parks Regulation Act, 1872 (55 and 36 
Vict., cap. 15). There is no legal obliga- 
tion to lay the notice on the Table of the 
House; it is exhibited at the entrances 
to Hyde Park in accordance with the 
provisions of the Act. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: 


representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, whether he can state under 
what regulations motor-carriages of 
all kinds are to be excluded from Hyde 
Park between three and soyven; whether 
a longer notice can be given to enable 
persons Using motor-cars to understand 
exactly by what roads they can travel; 
whether an exemption can be made 
in favour of electric or petrol broughams 
or landaulets which, unlike horse 
carriages, are already limited to ten| 
miles an hour; and whether Peers and 


VOL. CXLVHUT. [Fourtn Series] 
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ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as} 
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Members of this House have right of in- 
gress and egress when coming backwards 
and forwards to the House during the 
session as a matter of privilege. 


Lorp BALCARRES: The Answer to 
tle first paragraph of the hon. Member’s 
Question is identical with that which I 
have just given to the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Barrow-in-Furness. The 
Answer to the second paragraph is in the 
negative ; the roads which cannot be 
used are specifically stated. In answer 
tothe third paragraph the First Commis- 
sioner is not prepared to make any 
exception to the rule. In answer to the 
last paragraph the First Commissioner 
has no grounds for thinking that Peers 
and Members of Parliament have any 
privilege of travelling by motor-car over 
roads which are closed, under the pro- 
vision of an Act of Parliament, to such 
traffic. 


Me. SCOTT-MONTAGU : May I ask 
whether, under the Sessional Orders, 
Members of this House have not the right 
of free access to the House 2 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is really not a 
question on which the hon. Member for 
Chorley is competent to give an Answer. 


Mr. SOARES: Is it not the case that 
the people using Hyde Park have been 
protected because they are wea!thy, while 
similar privileges are refused to inhabi- 
tants of country districts. 


Lorp BALCARRES: If country 
districts were regulated by a similar Act 
of Parliament the inhabitants would have 
the same privileges. As regards the 
wealth of the users of Hyde Park, the 
Member’s Question is purely 
gratuitous, as the people who suffer under 
this regulation are generally far more 
wealthy than those whe are protected by 
It. 

Big Ben. 

Ve. J. FP. TOPE (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) asked the First Commissioner of 
Works if he was aware that Big Ben 
on the previous evening assumed a 
livid complexion. 
with 


Mr. CROOKS: It was 


envy. 


green 
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Lorp BALCARRES asked that notice 


be given of the Question. 


COMMONS} 


| 


Scarcity of Cottages at Thakeham. Sussex. | 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 


beg to ask the President of the Loeal | 


Government Boar. whether his attention 
has been called to the scarcity of cottages 
in the Thakeham Rural Distriet, in 
Sussex, in consequence of which a man 
and his family have been compelled 
against their will to seek shelter in the 
workhouse, and other families were living 
in huts in the woods, 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
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Mr. SCHWANN: I will put further 
Questions on this matter. 


Borrowings by Local Authorities. 


| Mr. BRIGHT: I beg to ask the 
| President of the Local Government 
Board whether his attention — has 


been called to the practice of some 
local authorities to borrow money for 
special purposes by means of overdraft 
instead of by recourse to the method 


provided by statute; whether, in Pro- 


visional Orders of the Local Government 


| Board presented to this House for con- 


and one large | 
family ina barn, and to the fact that | 


the Rural District Council of Thakeham | 
have been unable to erect two cottages | 


for their own carters, as no land is 


avalible for the purpose of cottage 


to take any action in the matter. 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Greratp 
BaLrour, Leeds, Central): I have 


communicated with the Clerk to 


Thakeham Rural District Couneil, who | 


isalso Clerk to the Guardians of the 
Thakeham Union, with regard to this 
Question and he informs me that he is 
not in the union 
where a main and his family have been 
compelled to seek shelter in the work- 
house as a result of the scarcity of 
cottage accommodation. nor has he any 
knowledge of fanulies having on. this 
account to live in huts in the woods, 
The case of a family who were living in a 
barn has recently come before the district 
council, but I understand that these 
persons were turned out of their cottage 
owing to their being considered un- 
desirable tenants, and that throughout 
their occupation of the barn a cottage 
within half a mile of it stood empty and 
unlet. Their occupation of the barn has 
now ceased. The district council appeai 
to have been unable at present to ac juire 
lind for the erection of two cottages for 
their carters at the particular spot 
desired, but the Cleik states that the 
subject is still receiving their congidera- 
tion. He adds that the question of 


aware Ol any Case 


scarcity Of cottages in the district will 
come before the council at their meeting 
to-day, and he promises to inform me of 
the result. 


firmation, such borrowings have been 
legalised ; if so, whether, in each of such 
cases, an inquiry has been made in the 
presence of the ratepayers affected, and 
the circumstances recorded; and what 


a | gerae Me 'are the number and amounts of such 
building; and whether it 1s his intention | 


| aware 


the | @uthorities have borrowed money by 


Lorrowin.s so legalised since 1895, and 
at present intended by the Board to be 
legalised. 

Mr. BALFOUR: T am 


instances local 


GERALD 
that in some 
means of unauthorised overdrafts. The 
Local Government Board strongly dis- 


‘approve of this practice; but there have 


been cases in which they have considere | 
that the faets justified the insertion in 
Provisional Orders of clauses conferring 


| borrowing or other powers on the local 
|authority with a view to the overdraft 


| being paid off. 





In each case, hefore the 
Order has been made, a_ local inquiry 
has been held after notice inviting any 
person interested to attend, and the 
circumstances have been reported to the 
Board by the inspector holding the 
inquiry. the kind since 1895 
have not been numerous, but an examina- 
tion of the Papers relating to a very 
large number of Provisional Orders would 


Cases of 


be nevessary before the precise facts 
could be given. 
Mr. BRIGHT: Is it the custom to 


surcharge members of councils who 


exceed their powers in this respect 2 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


Newry Inland Revenue Appeal. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): 1 beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether, in view of the statement made 
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by Judge Orr in the appeal case of In- 
land Revenue v. McArdle, at Newry 
Quarter Sessions on January 5th last, 
in regard to the magistrates who heard 
the case in the first instance, he can say 
if any Official notice has been taken of 
their action. 


TuzE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkrnson, Londonderry, 
N.): [have seen a newspaper report of 
the County Court Judge’s remarks in 
this case. It appears that the magis- 
trates at petty sessions dismissed the 
case, and that, on appeal by the Inland 
Revenue authorities, a conviction was 
had at quarter sessions, the County 
Court Judge remarking that he could 
not conceive why the magistrates dis- 
missed the case. There is nothing in 
this observation to call for any action 
egainst the magistrates, andI see no 
reison why the matter should be brought 
to the notice of the Lord Chancellor. 


Sessions--Case of 
‘Ardle. 

Mr. SLOAN : [beg toask Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the case of John 
M‘Ardle, who was convicted at the Newry 
Quarter Sessions on January 4th last on 
the charge of selling spirits and beer with- 
out a licence; whether M-Ardle, who 
refused to pay the fine imposed, was sent 
to gaol on April Ith last, but on the 
representation of a memorial sent to the 
Lord-Lieutenant was liberated on May 
24th last; and if he can say by whom 
was the memorial signed, and what was 
the authorities’ report in regard to it. 


Newry Quarter 
John 


Mr. ATKINSON: 


selling exciseable 
licence, was released from prison by order 


of the Board of Inland Revenue. acting | 


under the powers conferred upon them by 


Section 35 of the Inland Revenue Regula- | 


tion Act, 1890. A memorial on the 
prisoner’s behalf was received by the 


Lord-Lieutenant and transmitted by him | 


June 1905} 


M‘Ardle, who was 
convicted of a revenue offence, namely, 
liquors without a | 


Questions. 


| Kerry National School Inspector. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
| W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
| the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
| the service of Mr. Connolly, Inspector of 
| National Schools in Kerry Circuit, entitles 
| him to full pension in case of his desiring 
| to retire, 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY = ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 
S.): Mr. Connolly is not yet entitled to 
retire on the maximum pension, seeing 
that his pensionable service amounts to 
but thirty-two years. 


Extra Subjects in Irish Schools. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
_aware that under the system of caleula- 
tion of the attendances necessary to 
qualify a pupil for special fees in 
extra subjects lately enforced by the 
Board of National Education, a pupil 
' who has attended 160 lessons in an extra 
subject on 160 davs in the school year 
may be disqualified, whilst payment 
may be made for pupils who have only 
attended seventy lessons in the same 
subject ; and whether, in view of the 
effect of this rule in depriving teachers 
of fees, he will consider the advisability 
of having it relaxed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I beg to refer 
to the reply given by my night hon. 
friend the Member for Dover to a s-‘milar 
(Juestion put by the hon. Member for 
South Kerry on March 28th, 1904. 


Alleged Mutilation of Cattle in North 
Antrim. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any report has been 
made to the police as to the mutilation 
of cattle on the 14th instant at a place 
' called Dunloy, in the north of county 
Antrim; and whether he can state the 
name of the owner of the cattle and the 
circumstances of the outrage. 


to the Board, but the Board’s order was | 


made before their receipt of the memorial 
and without any knowledge of it. It 
would be contrary to practice to give the 
names of memorialists, 01 to state the 
purport of official reports. 


| Mr. WALTER LONG: On the 17th 
| instant the Rev. P. Darragh, of Dunloy, 
reported to the police that a few nights 





t See (4) Debates, cxxxii., 849. 
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previously his cow and calf 
maliciously injured, the hair being cut 
off their tails. The police upon ex- 
amining the animals found the fact to be 
as stated. The animals were not 
mutilated. The police have not yet 
been able to discover the offender, but 
are carefully } wsuing their investigation 
of the case. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Seeing that this 
clergyman is the yaiish priest, will the 
outrage be denounced by the hon. 
Member for North Antrim ¢ 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


And will it figure in the next Return. 


as a crime 2 
[No Answer was returned, ] 


The Chief Secretary and the Condition of 
the Irish Working Classes. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, during 
h's recent tour in Ireland, he made any 
special inquiries as to the condition of 
agricultural labourers and the working 
classes in towns in Ireland; and, if so, 
whether he propcses to make any legisla- 


Jative proposals dealing with their 
position, 
Mr. WALTER LONG: No. Sir. 
Irish Agricultural Department 
Expenditure. 
Mr. DELANY (Qucen’s County 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 


tary to the Lord-Lienterant of Ireland 
whether, since it appears that out of a 
sum of £1,237 odd paid from the Endow- 
ment 


Department, £1,067 approximately was 
paid to Protestants and about £170 to 
Cathol cs, he can explain the excess in 
payments to officials of the former as 


compared with those of the latter 
religious denomination, 
Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. 


Member has been repeatedly informed 
that the question of religion is not taken 
into account in decisions relating to the 
appointment aid remuneration of the 
Department’s officers, 


{COMMONS} 


were | 


Fund since April Ist, 1900, to | 
officers serving in the Irish Agricultura! | 
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Bishop of Limerick and Sunday 
Motoring. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of leland whether his 
attention has been called to the remarks 
publicly mace by the Protestant Bishop 
of Limerick with reference to the seandal 
given and inconvenience caused to con- 
gregations on Sundays by motorists; 
and whether he proposes to take any 
steps to remedy the evils complained of. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The reply to 
the first inquiry is in the affirmative, 
and to the sceord in the negative. 


Mr. LUNDON: Did the right hon. 
Gentleman in the course of his tour visit 
the Treaty Stone of Limerick, that 
monument of English perfidy / 


Mr. MACVEAGIEL: Ts he aware that the 
Bishop of Limerick especially complained 
of the motoring of the Chief Secretary 
himself, and that the General Assembly 
ofthe Presbyterian Church in Ireland 
has also publicly Cenounced him for 
motoring on Sundays ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: As to the first 
Question of the hon. Member for South 
Down I take it it is a surmise. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : 


will send you the papers. 


Oh, no, I 


Mr. WALTER LONG: As to the 
other, the hon. Member knows the exact 
facts and I have nothing toadd to them. 


Mr. LUNDON: Not the first time we 
have heard of the law makers being the 
chief law breakers. 


South African War--Case of Thomas 
Leonard. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a military prisoner, named 
Thomas Leonard, of the Royal Dublin 
Fusiliers, is at present in Maryborough 
Piison under a life sentence for an 
offence against military law committed 
in South Africa during the late war; 
and whether, seeing that many other 
military prisoners who were under long 
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sentences, and one who was sentenced to 
death for murder, have been discharged, 
he can say why Leonard is still in 
prison ; and whether it is intended to 
order his discharge at once; and, if not, 
what special circumstances require that 
when the South African War is over 
Leonard is the only prisoner of the late 
war in prison in Treland. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In cases such 
as this the Lord-Lieutenant is guided, in 
tie exercise of the prerogative of mercy, 
by the advice of the military authorities. 
IT have already informed the hon, Mem- 
ber that the Army Couneil is unable, at 
present, to remission of 
the sentence imposed on the prisoner, 
and that the question of his release will 
be further considered by the Army 
Council in October next, when he will 
have coinpleted three Vvears of his 
sentence, 


recommend a 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: But) why 
is this man detaimed while another man 
in the same regiment wlo was sentenced 
to death has been discharg-d 2 


Mr. WALTER —OVG: IT have ex 
p'amed that the 1ultary authorities 
have not advised | is ‘elease, and the 
Lord-Lieutenant as no rig it to demind 
thelr reasons. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: But I 
suppose T have a right to demand them, 
and I again ask why a man convicted of 
murder has been discharged and this man 
detatied ? Seeing that the war is over, 
is the whole force of the British Crown 
now directed against this single un- 
fortunate prisoner ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Notice must be given 
of any further Question. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Oh, T will 
give notice, and I will give the recuiting 
sergeants in Ireland rotice too. 


Coltsmann Estate, County Kerry. 

Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Estates Com- 
missioners have yet takea any steps to 
deal with the application of evieted 
tenants and reinstated tenants on the 
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Co!tsmann Estate, county Kerry, in view 
of the time during which the estate has 
been before the Commissioners; and 
what has been the result of such steps. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: L beg to refer 
to the reply given to the hon. Member’s 
Question of the 5th instan’.t No further 
steps have been taken. 


The Irish Land Judge's Court. 

Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to recent proceedings in the 
Land Judge’s Court, in Dubkn, relating 
to the insufficiency of funds for the 
purpose of carrying on siles of estat>s 
in Court; whether this insufficiency 1s 
caused by any new regulations Issued t> 
the Estates Commissioners; and, if so, 
or in any event, whether he proposes to 
take any steps to expedite the winding- 
up of this Court in accordance with the 
Resolution agreed to by Parli:ment. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I beg to refer 
to tie reply which I gave to this and 
similar Quesiions yesterday.t 


M:. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyron, S.): 
How can the Judge car-y out the direc- 
tions of the Court ii furds are stopped ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That Quest:on 
is an unfair one. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Why ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The hon. 
Member knows the cause of the presen, 
deadlock, and I am doing my best to 
find some way out of it. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Ido not wish 
to rest under any imputation. The 
right hon. Gentleman must know 
that when the Resolution was passe 
by this H us? ordering the Land 
Judge to wind up the business of th» 
Court, there had been £15,000,000 
appled for under the Land Act, 1903, 
and it was perfectly well known that 
this stoppage would take place. 


t See (4) Debates, exlvii., 717. 
+ See page 98. 








267 Aliens 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I do not know | 


whether that be the case, but if it 
is it only strengthens my point. Nobody 
can be more anxious than the Govern- 
ment and myself to find a way out of 
the difficulty. 


Redistribution. 

Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if he will 
state when he proposes to proceed with 
his Redistribution Resolutions; and if 
he can state what are the terms of the 
Resolutions he intends to submit to the 
House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, I cannot 
name the day when the House will be 
isked to deal with the Resolutions which 
are to be proposed by the Government 
n the subject of redistribution, and I 
think the hon Gentleman will agree this 
s not the occasion on which the House 
should be made acquainted with their 
contents. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman mention the year ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir, 1905. 


The Unemployed Bill. 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can fix a date for 
taking the Committee stage of the 
Unemployed Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not yet, 


in a position to name a date for the Com- 
mittee stage of this Bill. . 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Seeing Monday 
next is practically unoccupied, would that 
not be a favourable opportunity ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: So far as I can 
foresee, that day will be occupied by the 
Aliens Bill. 


Mr. CROOKS: Will the Unemploved 
Bill have precedence over the Redistribu- 
tion Resolutions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: They are not 
at all in pari materia. 


Mr. CROOKS rose 
“ Order.” 


amid cries of 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


having asked a Question should await 
the reply. 


Mr. CROOKS: I understood the 
Prime Minister had given way. As he is 
aware I have no knowledge of Latin, 
will the right hon. Gentleman put his 
Answer into English ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iwas going to 
supply the hon. Gentleman and others 
with a loose translation, which is that 
you cannot really compare Resolutions 
with a Bill from the point of view of the 
business of the House, because the one 
involves First and Second Reading, Com- 
mittee, and possibly a Report Stage, and 
a Third Reading, while a Resolution is 
dealt with at once as a substantive 
matter. 

An HON. MEMBER: A very loose 
translation if not lucid, 


NEW BILL. 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (MARRIAGES) 
BILL. 

“To enable Provisional Orders to be 
made for removing any invalidity or 
doubt attaching to Marriages by reason 
of some informality,” presented by Mr. 
Cochrane; supported ty Mr. Secretary 
Akers-Douglas ; to be read a second time 
to-morrow, and to be printed. | Bill 256.) 


MR. SPEAKER’S RETIREMENT BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow. 

ALIENS BILL. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The Instruction 

| Standing in the name of the hon. Member 

for Merthyr Tydvil is not in order, 

because it is a mandatory Instruction 

to a Committee of the Whole House. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


|Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
Clause 1 :— 


4*Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 


‘ borough) moved the postponement of 








a!) tan am a. a oe 1 deb ooh ee 


eet eek i eet 














959 Aliens 


the consideration of the clause. He 
pointed out that there was very great 
diversity of opinion on the opposite side 
of the House as to the clause as at pre- 
sent drafted. There were, in fact, 149 
Amendments put down to the Bill, and 
ninety-five of those Amendments appeared 
in the names of the Government or of 
their supporters, and out of those ninety- 
five Amendments no fewer than thirty- 
one had been put down by the Govern- 
ment and theirsupporters in opposition to 
Clause 1. That, in his opinion appeared 
to be reasonable groin is for suggesiing 
the postponement of the clause until a 
later stage of the Bill had been reached. 
Another reason why he suggested the 
postponement was that he believed the 
objests the Government professed to desire 
to attain could be secured by means of 
expulsion. He was not alone in that 
view. Indeed, he was well fortified in 
h’s opinion, because the chief of the 
London police, Mr. Henry, in his evidence 
before the Royal Commission on this 
subject strongly advocated expuls‘on 
as the best means of keeping alien 
climinals out of this country and stated 
they never could ilentified to be 
prevented com ig into country. 
Sir Edward — Bradford eXpres- 
sion to a like opinion, adding that 
any measure for the mere exclusion of 
criminals was almost impossible of good 
effect. One of the chief London magis- 
trates, Sir Albert de Rutzen, a'so entiely 
approved of the expulsion clause, and 
agreed with Mr. Henry and Sir Edward 
Bradford that, if expulsion were adopted, 
it would in a@ very short time have the 


be 
the 


Fave 
ar 


effect of clearing out most of the 
criminal aliens irom this country. He 


therefore thought it would be desirable 
that they should postpone the considera- 
tion of Clause 1 until they had dealt 
with the question of expulsion. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): On a point of order, may I 
ask whether the hon. Member is speaking 
to Clause 1, or whether he is not making 
a Second Reading speech ¢ 


Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
must confine himself to the point whether 
expulsion should come before exclusion 


in the Bill. 
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Bul. Yiu 
Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): T pre- 


sume, however, that the hon. Member 
would be entirely in order in bringing 
forward any arguments which would tend 
to justify the second clause being taken 
before the first. 


Tur CHAIRMAN: Certainly. 

Mr. CHURCHILL: And those argu 
ments need not merely have relevance to 
the advantage of expulsion over exclu- 
sion 2 


*Mr. LEVY said he did not propose to 
go into the merits or demerits of Clause 
1, but he contended that he was perfectly 
in order, and that the hon. and gallant 
Member for Sheftield had shown himselt 
somewhat too zealous in his advocacy of 
the Bill, because, after all, what he was 
endeavouring to show was that every- 
thing which it was desired to secure by 
the Bill could be attained by taking the 
expulsion clause first, and then, if it 
could be shown that an expulsion clause 
gave them all the powers that were 
desired, the Government might find it to 
their advantage to redraft Clause 1. It 
was a question whether it was desirable 
toset wp such highly expensive machinery 
as was provided for in Clause 1. It was 
also a question whether it was desirable 
to give such great powers, hitherto un- 
known, to a non-judicial tribunal, Again, 
it was a question whether it was well to 
take a step which would revolutionise the 
whole shipping industry of Great Britain, 
an industry carried on, undoubtedly, 
to the profit of the shipowners, and 
certainly to the great advantage of the 
British public. Under these circum- 
stances he thought he was fully entitled 
to ask for the postponement of the clause, 
and he begged to move accordingly. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be postponed.’—(Mr. 
Levy.) 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Akxers-Doucias, Kent, St. Augustine’s) 
said he was sorry he could not accept the 
Amendment. The hon. Member had 
suggested that if Clause 2 were taken 


first and fully discussed, the Government 








Al ens 


might deem it desirable to abandon 
Clause 1. 
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Mr. LEVY: 


Tate. 


Or redraft it, at any 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he did 
not think the hon. Member had shown 
any sufficient reason for altering the 
drafting of the Bill, which had been 
most carefully considered not only by 
himself and the Attorney-General, but 
also by the draftsmen. They certainly 
thought that the objects they hoped to 
secure by the Bill wculd be best carried 
out in the manner proposed in the jill as 
at present framed. The hon. Member 
had called attention to the opinions ex- 
pressed by Mr. Henry and Sir Edward 
Bradford, but he would like to point out 
that the evidence which had been quoted 
dealt solely with the question of the ex- 
pulsion of criminals, whereas this Bill 
was intended to deal with the introduc- 
tion of undes rable aliens. He ad nitt d 
that when the Bill d 
‘ommittee wast year the postponement of 
Clause 1 was agreed to, but the circum- 
stances now were altogether different. 
Mter all, this clause embodied the main 
principle of the Bill, and surely it was 
much better that they should give effect, 
in the first instance, to the principle be- 
tore they attempted to deal with the 
machinery. In his opinion, if they were 
to adopt the suggestion of the hon. Mem- 
ber, the only effect would be to make the 
Bill unintelligible, and therefore he must 
ask the House to support him in opposing 
the Amendment. 


t , 1 
aS ' esor Chic 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean)said,as he understood 
is, the hon. Member’s object in moving 
tne postponement of Clause 1 was that, if 
ey could first deal with the question 
pulsion and could dex it 
inner they were p-eparod 
e extenc ot 
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propo als inthe measure. Of course, he 
periectly understood it was not in order 
to discuss the merits of the clause on 
this Amendment, and he realised that 
there were great differences of opinion as 
to whether the Bill was a measure for 
the protection of British working men 
against the competit on of foreigners, or 
whether it was merely a measure fer the 
exclus on of undesirable aliens. They 
knew that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham and 
the Chief Secretary to the Lor d-Lieuten- 
ant were on one side, while the right hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill, ho!ding an 
nti ely different view, was on the other ; 
and that being so, he would ask, was it 
wse to plunge int» this mass of contro- 
versial iss ‘es? Would it not be better to 
deal first with the question of expulsion 
as against exclusion ? 


\ 


~ 
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Mr. CHURCHILL failed to see why 
the Home Secretar: should have decline | 
t» follow the precedent which he set last 
in to theclause. But, atany 
rite, 1t was gratdying tu hear from the 
right hon. Gentleman that the Bill had 
beea well drafted. Whea they remem- 
dered how the last measure was diatfed, 
t wis ce:tuinly satisfactory to hearon such 
a high authority that the inaccuracies, 
anomalies, and contradictions which were 
then apparent would not be discovered 
in the dissection of the present Bill. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said he 
would not accept the Amendment move 
by the hon. Member for the Lough- 
borough Division of Leicestershire. It 
might be in vain to urge him to modify 
that positfon, but he did urgently trust 
that this attitude of uncompromising 
resistance thus displayed on the very first 
Amendment was not to be taken as the 
precursor of the treatment to be accordd 
/to all futur: Amendments in the course 
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of the d’s:usston of the measure. 
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The Committe divided :—Aves, 165; 
Noes, 189. (Division List No. 211.) 
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Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robett 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
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Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M*Taggart 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHnJ.G (Oxf'dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorbu:n, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuke. Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.Sir C EA(Sheftield 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Si: Wm. H. 
Warde. Colonel C. E. 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Younger, William 


Noes—Nir 
Alexander Acland-Heod and 
Viscount Valentia. 





*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he de- 
sired to move the Amendment standing 
in his name in order to elicit the defini- 
tion which the Government attached to 
the persons to whom the Act was to 
apply. The Bill was very difficult to 
understand, and was very obscure ; and 
he could not but think that it was in 
conflict with the Merchant Shipping Act. 
Any definition different from that of the 


Merchant Shipping Act would cause 
trouble and inconvenience to ship- 


owners, 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) asked if the 
right hon. Gentleman was in order. 


THe CHAIRMAN said he understood 
that the right hon. Gentleman was 
only asking a Question which he thought 
it would be to the convenience of the 
Committee should be asked. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said he had 
not the slightest intention of obstructing 
the Bill. If the Secretary of State had 
power to define who was “a cabin 
passenger” and who was a “steerage 
passenger,” then the provisions of the 
Act would be different from the pro- 
visions of the Merchant Shipping Act. 
That would cause confusion and in- 
convenience ; and in his opinion the 
matter should be dealt with solely by 
reference to the Merchant Shipping Act. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 6, to leave out the words 
‘an immigrant,’ and insert the words ‘a 
passenger.’ ”— (Sir Charles Dilke. ) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 

THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL = (Sir 
RoBert Frnuay, Inverness Burghs) : said 
the scheme of the Bill was not to adopt the 
law which obtained in the United States, 
under which all passengers were subjected 
to examination before they were allowed 
toland. That would be the result of the 
Amendment of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. The right hon. Gentleman re- 
ferred to the Merchant Shipping Act ; 
but the Bill dealt with another matter 
altogether. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the right hon. 
(rentleman did not state what was the 
defirition of the Government of “a 
cibin passenger.” 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY) said that 
Clause 8 provided that steerage passengers 
included all passengers not declared 
by the Secretary of State to be cabin 


passengers. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said that the mean- 
ing of the word “ immigrant ” depended 
on the definition of the words “steerage 
passenger” and “cabin passenger.” 
What precise significance did the Govern- 
ment attach to the words “cabin pas- 
senger.” The Committee ought to know, 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said he 
was surprised that the Home Secretary 
did not realise the undesirability of the 
double definition. Not only were there 
to be two definitions as regarded pas- 
sengers ; but there were to be distinctions 
us between different ports. That would 
he certain to cause trouble ard incon- 
venience, 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said that 
the meaning of the word * immigrant ” 
should be cleared up before the Com- 
mittee proceeded further. They were 
told that an “immigrant” must prot 
land at certain ports ; but then they were 
informed that the word did not include 
any person who had a ticket for a foreign 
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port. The Committee ought to know 
what they were talking about. The 
clause provided that ar immigrant should 
not be landed except at a port at which 
there was an immigration officer. But 
Clause 8 stated that immigrants included 
a certain class of persons who could land. 
If the matter could be cleared up now 
it would expedite the progress of the Bill. 
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said 
some 


“Mr. RUNCIMAN 
that the Amendment 
moment to masters of vessels. The 
master would first have to make a 
return to the Board of Trade; and then 
the names were to be reshuffled, some 
passengers being put into the cabin class 
and some into the steerage class. He 
would suggest that if the Home Secretary 
adopted the Merchant Shipping Act he 
would get rid of the great difficulties 
which would otherwise arise. Even then 
he would not dispose of the distinction 
between rich and poor. The system 
was abandoned in the United States, 
the distinction having been officially 
declared to be “ absurd.” The Attorney- 
(yeneral admitted friction as regarded 
steerage passengers; why not also as 
regarded cabin passengers. He main- 
tained it would cause friction in con- 
nection with both classes. On the cross- 
Channel traffic a few shillings would 
change a man from a steerage to a cabin 
passenger, and he would urge the Home 
Secretary to tell the Committee what 
he meant by “a cabin passenger.” He 
hoped that the definition would be one 
which would not clash with the Merchant 
Shipping Act. 


(Dewsbury) 
was of 


‘ 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) said that 
the difficulty ought to be apparent to 
every hon. Gentleman. There was a 
penalty clause under which the master 
of a ship was liable to three months 
imprisoument if he made a wrong return, 
although he was to be given two defini- 


tions. The Attorney-General stated that 
the definition ought to be different 


from the definition in the Merchant 
Shipping Act, but he did not indicate 
what the difference would be. Certainly 
the Committee ought not to pass from 
the matter without further explanation. 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) said the Committee ought to 


. 
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be informed what the proposal of the 
Government was. He did not under- 
stand why the definition of the Merchant 
Shipping Act should not be adopted. 
That there should be some uniformity in 
the definition of cabin passengers in 
various Acts of Parliament must be 
obvious. The definition in the Merchant 
Shipping Act was negative rather thay 
positive in its character. It amounted 
however, to this, that a passenger became 
a cabin passenger if he messed at the 
same table as the chief or second officer 
of the ship. If he paid at the rate of at 
least 30s. per week as his fare in passag :s 
north of the equator, and 20s. per week, 
south of the equator from British ports, 
a certain cubiele spice must be allotted 
to him and so on. The, Attorney General 
if he could not adhere to this definition, 
at least should give reasons why the 
definition in the Merchant Shipping Act 
was unsuitable in this Bill. 





Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
provisions of the Merchant Shipping Act 
would be absolutely inadequate for short 
voyages such as from the Continent to 
the Bri ish Islands. He would, however, 


su gest that the matter should stand over 
wi til C ause 8 was under discussion. It 


wis, it hs opinion, absolutely necessary 
tht t rere should be elasticity in the 
definiti mn of who was a cabin passenger 
and who a steerage passenger. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD) said 
he thought it was a great pity to make dis- 
tinctions on the ground of means. It was 
not in accordance with Knglish law and 
practice with regard to the treatment of 
people arriving in thiscountry. Further, 
a great number of persons travelling from 
the Continent would be able to evade the 
provisi- ns of the clause altegether. He 
weuld give a concrete cause te show why 
“passenger ” should be substituted for 
“immigrant.” A man landed at 
Liverp:.ol five weeks age ; the steamship 
company gave him 5s., and put him into 
a lodging-house. Subsequently, he was 
discovered to be a lunatic at large ; and 
was sent to anasylum. That man would 
now remain a charge on the rates for the 
rest of his natural life; and his age was 
only twenty-two. He was brought back 


Was 


from the United States, having been 
rejected at New York, and dumped down 


Mr. J. A. Pea. 
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at Liverpool. He could speak neither 
English, French, nor German, and it was 
impossible to ascertain to what country 
he belonged. Other men of that class 
could come in if the word “ immigrant ” 
were retained in the clause ; anda number 
of the evils which this Bill was designed 
to meet would remain in an even in- 
tensified form. 


28) 


Mr. CHURCHILL said that there 
were two questions at issue. There was 
the inconvenience of the double defini- 
tion; and also the question as to what 
was the Government definition of the 
words “cabin passenger.” The At- 
torney-General stated why the definition 
in the Merchant Shipping Act would not 
he applicable ; but what was the de- 
finition which the Government proposed ? 


THe CHAIRMAN: T think this matter 


had better be discussed on Clause &. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he understocd 
that this was the matter on which the 
discus*ion was initiated. 


THe CHAIRMAN: IT cllewed tne 
right hor. Baronet to ask a Question 
to which the Attorney-General has 
replied. 


Mr. CHURCHILI said that as yet 
the Committee had not been imformed 
what was the definition of the Govern- 
ment with reference to the words ** cabin 
passenger or the werd “immigrant.” 
The hon. Member for the West Derby 
Division of Liverpool agreed as te the 
undesirability of proceeding without hav- 


ing a definition of these words. He 
sympathized very strongly with the 
objection against drawing class dis- 


tinctions based solely or the pessession 
of money. To draw a distinction 
between a man whe could aftord a 
cabin passage and a man who could only 
afford a steerage passage was absurd. 
If a man were a lunatic or an idiot he 


could come in if he coild pay for a 
cabin passage. 
*Stir CHARLES DILKE said that 


without further explanation it was um- 
possible for the Committee to under- 
stand the meaning of the Act, At 
Newhaven there was a great deal of 
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traffic of exactly the same character as 
that at Dover and Folkestone, and 
unless some advance statement were 
made by the Home Secretary as to how 
it was intended to deal with the matter, 
the Committee would have considerable 
difficulty in diseassing this clause at all, 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
fast Toxteth) hoped the Amendment 
would not be pressed to a division, as 
otherwise many Members would — be 
placed in a very inconvenient position. 
The effect of the Amendment would be 
to bring about wholesale inspection of 
allon board ship, other than the master 
and crew. The Committee were 
sidering, as practical men, the conditions 
of the passenger traffic entering this 
country not only from the East but also 
from the West. About 170,000 
sengers came to England yearly from 
America and Canada, and they were of a 


con- 


pas- 


very different class from that which 
came from Europe and was _ largely 
responsible for the presence in our 
population of many lunatics, idiots, 


paupers, and criminals. From the point 
of view of the practical shipowner he 
submitted that it was very desirable that 
the Government should have a certain 
elasticity in the terms proposed, Per- 
sonally, he thought it was almost im- 
possible at the present stage to press 
for an exact definition of how they in- 
tended to meet trades differing so 
largely in their composition. He hoped, 
therefore, that the right hon. Baronet 
would be content with having raised a 
most valuable point, and not press it 
further at present. In any case, he could 
hot possibly support the Amendment. 


Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
lets, Whitechapel) pointed out that no 
sooner had the Committee commenced 
the consideration of the Bill than it was 
found impossible to define an alien, be- 
cause it practically depended upon the 
definition of a cabin passenger. To 
leave the matter to the Home Secretary 
was to leave the whole question in the 
air, and the whole Bill might as well 
be left to the Home Secretary. The 
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master of a ship would practically have | 


to decide the question of when a cabin 
passenger was not a cabin passenger, 
and all information was refused as to 
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how the point should be decided. Un- 
less this point were settled he failed to 
see how the Committee could proceed 
to the other clauses. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) asked whether 
the word “immigrant” as used in the 
clause included persons who landed in this 
country intending to tranship and go 
elsewhere, 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: If the hon. 
and learned Member will refer to Clause 8&8 
he will see that they are excepted 


Mr. WALLACE asked whether it was 
intended to prevent such people from 
landing at other than immigration ports. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Certainly- 
not, if they are going merely to trans- 
migrate, 


Mr. WALLACE called the Attorney- 
General's attention to the wording of 
Clause 8—that this word “ immigrant ”’ 
should not include— 

‘““Any such passenger who shows to the 
satisfaction of the immigration officer con- 
cerned with the case that he desires to land in 
the United Kingdom only for the purpose of 
immediately proceeding elsewhere.” 


But how could he “satisfy the im- 
migration officer ” unless he was brought 
to an immigration port ? 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Whether or not 
the definition is correct must be discussed 
on Clause 8. 


Mr. WALLACE said he was anxious 
to know the meaning of Clause 1. Were 
immigrants intending to tranship pro- 
hibited by Clause 1 from landing other- 
wise than at an immigration port ? The 
Attorney-General said that by Clause 8 
they were not prohibited. But under 
that clause they must go to an immigra 
tion port and satisfy the immigration 
officer. 

FINLAY: But 


SIR 


ROBERT 
land there. 


not 


Mr. WALLACE asked whether the 
Attorney-General really suggested that 
an immigrant might land anywhere he 
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pleased if he declared he was going to 
tranship. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The ship 
comes to the port and the examination 
takes place on the ship. If the intending 
passenger can satisfy the immigration 
officer that he is going to land merely 
for the purpose of proceeding to some 
other country he does not fall within 
the prohibition of the Bill. 


Mr. WALLACE submitted that that 
was not the point at all. If an immi- 
grant intending to land to go elsewhere 
came across to England on a ship that 
did not call at an immigrant port, could 
he or could he not Jand at another 
port? The terms of the Bill did not 
cover the case at all. How could the 





Committee proceed with the discussion 
when the Attorney-General, on being | 
asked the meaning oi the word, admitted | 
that the definition clause would make | 
this clause ridiculous ¢ At any rate the 
two clauses taken together were ridicu- 
lous. What the Committee wanted to 
know was whether an immigrant who 
intended to tranship could land at any 
port other than an immigrant port ¢ 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Yes 
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THe CHAIRMAN : It is obvious that 
the clauses must be put down in some 
order. The definition clause must come 
in somewhere, and, as a matter of fact, it 
comes after the words we are discussing, 
do not think the fact that the defini- 
tion clause does not come before the first 
two words of the Bill is a subject for a 
Motion to report Progress. 


Mr. BRYCE pointed out that the 
Committee were in a great difficulty in 
discussing this clause because part of 
the enacting power was contained 
in Clause 8 and part in Clause 1. By 
Progress being reported an opportunity 
would be given to the Government 
of introducing operative words into 
Clause 1, and the Committee would then 
really be discussing matter of substance. 
A’ present, between Clauses 1 and 8, 
the Committee could not get at the mean- 
ing of the Bill, and therefore it was 
impossible to proceed further at present. 


Tae CHAIRMAN: Under Rule 23 it 
is entirely within my discretion, if I con- 
sider that a Motion is not a proper one, 


i either to put the Question from the Chair 


forthwith, or to decline to put the Ques- 
tion at all. I think my proper course on 
this occasion is to adopt the intermediate 


/course, and to put the Motion at once 


Mr. WALLACE askel whether the 
Attorney-G neral could’ show anything | 
in the Bill excluding such immigrants | 
from the operation of Clause 1. He could | 
not, because it was not there. That | 
showed the absurditygof the position, | 
As he could not get a satisfactory Answer | 
he would move to report Progress. 


| Noes, 210. 


from the Chair. 


Question put, ‘That the Chairman 


‘do report Progress, and ask leave to 
| sit again.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 184 ; 
(Division List No, 212.) 
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desire to meet reasonable eriticism, and 


said that anyone who had listened to the | with all his ability and eloquence and his 
debate as he had done could not come to! great desire to get the Bill through, had 
any other conclusion than that the | failed to explain satisfactorily to the Com- 
Government had come down to this | mittee whatthe definition of this particular 
House for the second time without under-| word was. Under these circumstances 
standing their own Bill. He thought it the Government must not complain if the 
was a perfect farce, and it was altogether progress of the measure was not so rapid 
unfair to the House and to the Committee as it would otherwise be. He well 
to come down with one of the principal remembered how they were sneered at 
measures of the session, and upon the | last year for moving Amendments which 
very first Amendment show that they | were to-day embodied in the Bill. But 
themselves had never seriously con- | the right hon. Gentleman could not give 
sidered the real meaning of this particular | a single explanation to satisfy the Com- 


clause. At the present moment he pre- | mittee. He was clever enough to know 
ferred to ask for a definition of the|that this was not a workable Bill. 
word “immigrant.” Up to the present|If the right hon. Gentleman could 


momentthe Attorney-General, withagreat | not give ’a definition, why did he not 
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call in the support of some of his 
hon. friends? Where was the hon. 
Member for Sheffield, or the hon. Member 
for Stepney, who was supposed to be 
the pioneer of the movement? Could 
the hon. Member look with satisfaction 
on the inability of the Government to 
understand their own Bill? Why would 
he not give the Committee the inter- 
pretation of the word they were now 
considering. ‘They had ascertained that 
if an immigrant, so-called, could only 
travel as a cabin passenger he would 
be thoroughly welcome in the United 
Kingdom. That was a very important 
admission to have obtained. On the 
boats hetween Dieppe and Newhaven 
one end was steerage and the other end 
cabin, and a steerage passenger had only 
to pay the extra 2s. that was charged in 
order to become a cabin passenger. It 
was impossible for tae Committee to go 
on with the discussion of the Bill, simply 
leaving the Home Secretary to state 
what was the interpretation of the word 
when they came to consider Clause 8, or 
leaving theright hon. Gentlemanto include 
it ia the rules to be passed under the Bill. 
That was not the way in which the 
Committee should be asked to consider a 
Bill of so far-reaching a character. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he did 
not think it necessary to add anything 
in the nature of a further explanation 
of what was meant by the words * cabin 
passengers.” The second point on which 
the hon. Member for Perth desired infor 
mation was in reference to the question oi 
the transhipment of aliens. He ventured 
to think that was a question of the most 
absolute simplicity. Lf the hon. Members 
would look at the terms of the Bill they 
would find that the difficulties referred 
to did not really exist. It was not in- 
tended to prevent 
through the United Kingdom if they were 
yoing to America or elsewhere, but it 
was perfectly obvious that they must 
secure that a person who said he was 
landing in the United Kingdom only for 
the purpose of going elsewhere was really 
only landing for that purpose, and that 
he was going to America or some other 
country. They could secure that only 
if they insisted on his coming to an im- 
migration port where he could be tested. 
The hon. Member for Perth would see 
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if he looked at the first sub-section of 
Clause 8 that the matter was put beyond 
alldoubt. It was in the following terms— 

“The expression ‘immigrant’ in this Act 
means an alien steerage passenger who is to be 
landed in the United Kingdom, but does not 
include any such passenger who shows to the 
satisfaction of the immigration officer on board 
concerned with the case that he desires to land 
in the United Kingdom only for the purpose 
of immediately proceeding to some destination 
out of the United Kingdom.” 


To allow persons who said that they 
were merely going through the United 
Kingdom to land at any other than an 
immigration port would be to encourage 
wholesale evasion. In order to ascertain 
whether a man was a transmigrant it was 
necessary that he should land at an 
immigration port. They did not desire 
to interfere with the transmigrants, but 
they must require that all such persons 
who came to immigration ports should 
give satisfaction to the officer on 
board that they were really going out 
of the kingdom. If they were allowed 
to land at other ports the country would 
be infested with persons who were really 
not transmigrants at all. He was sure 
that the hon. and learned Member for 
Perth would admit that what he had 
stated completely answered the point. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE (Wilt- 
shire, Cricklade) said he had listened with 
great interest to what had fallen from the 
Attorney-General. Owing to the ejacula- 
tion which was made across the Table of 


the House by the Home Secretary the 


Committee were led to an exactly opposite 
conclusion. It was not with the object 
of labouring that point that he rose, but 
he wanted to ask the Home Secretary a 
question which he thought was a fair 
one. If this discussion had proved 
nothing else, it had proved that a most 
important point was as to what the 
future definition of a cabin passsenger 
was going to be. Everything would 
depend on the terms of the orders to be 
issued under this Bill by the Home 
Office. That came clearly out under 
Sub-section 3 of Section 8, but the Com- 
mittee were along way from that section. 
What he wanted to ask the Home 
Secretary was whether he could under- 
take before the Committee greached 
Section 8, or, in any case, before they 
reached the Report stage of the Bill, to 
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lay before the House the general order 
contemplated under Sub-section 3 of 
Section 8 in regard to the expressions 
“passenger ” and ‘steerage passenger.” | 
He could quite understand that certain | 
ports would require special orders to be | 
‘ssued. He was not saying that these | 
special orders should be laid on the | 
Table of the House, but he submitted | 
that they would be able to discuss that | 
clause with infinitely greater ease and 
clearness if they had before them the | 
text of the general order giving the de- | 
finition of the terms referred to. 


i harm than good, 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- | 
fordshire, Lichtiefd) said the word * im 
migrant” was not a suitable one to use, 
and that it would lead to all sorts of | 
difficulties. Take the case of Liverpool, | 
which would not be an immigration 
port and would have no officer. Tf a 
ship arrived at that port with a party 
of foreign immigrants on board, they 
could not be allowed to land over night 
because there would be no officer to allow 
them. That was one of the difficulties, 
and there were several others which 
would arise out of the use of the word | 
“immigrant.” The only chance of | 
making the Pill successful, or of its 
doing any good at all, was by giving 
wide powers, though the Government 
should not be obliged to put them all 
into execution. He thought the word | 
** passenger’? would be a more appro- 
priate one to use, beeause it would take 
in all immigrants, including © undesi 
ables.” There would be outeries from | 
every port where they tried to put the 
Bill in force, and also from the shipping | 
companies. If the Bill was to be put 
in force, let them have it in a form which 
would do some good. He thought this 
was acase where the widest power should | 
be given to the Government and where | 
there should be some chance of making | 
the Bill useful instead of its being made | 
a good Party cry. 


| 
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then a great drawback would be put on 
the trade of this country. The House 
had been asked to vote £500,609 
to back up the Cunard Company on the 
ground that our trade was declining ; 
but he had lately seen placards in Vienna, 
Berlin, Hamburg, and other towns in 
Germany advising emigrants not to come 
through England. Wouid they come 
through this country if they were to be 
examined at every port? He was one 
of those who opposed the Bill upstairs 
last vear on the ground that it was im- 


| practical and that it would cause more 


It was a great modern 
instance of the Chinaman burning down 
his house in order to get good roast pork, 


Mason SEELY ({sle of Wight) said 
that the hon, Gentleman who had just 
spoke n had shown that there would be 
vreat difliculties im carrying out this 
measure where there was transmigration 
traffic. He wished to draw attention 


'to the difficulty in regard to the word 


“immigrant.” He fancied that the 


| Government could not define that word. 


No Member on the opposite side of the 
House dared say that he had read this 
Bill carefully and that he had no doubt 


i that the word ‘immigrant ” was clearly 


defined in it. It might not be pleasant 


to hear, but it was true. According 
‘to the Bill the definition of an immi- 
grant was that if a man was rich, 


| however vicious he might be, he was 
hot an immigrant ; 
| poor, however respectable, he was an 


but that uf he was 


immigrant and could be excluded from 
That lay at the 
root of the whele of this Bill; and it 
was for that reason that he opposed 
Unless it could 
be really shown that under this Bill 
the criminal, whether rich or poor, would 
be excluded he would oppose it, 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that the 
hon. Member for Bolton seemed to think 


| that immigrants might go in immigrant 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said that 
there was no arrangement in the Bill, so 
far as he could see, to prevent thes 
people from landing at a port where 
there was no immigration ofliecer, They 
could land et such ports in thousands, | 
H there was to be ar immigration officer | 
at every port in the United Kingdom, 


Lerd Edmund Fitemaurice. 


ships to ports where there was no immi- 
gration officer. The object of the Bill 
was to deal with a certain class of immi- 
grants at certain ports possessing immi- 
gration machinery. 


Mr. HARWOOD said he would remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that the bulk 
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of these immigrants did not come to this | hon. Member for Dundee, the discussions 
country in immigrant ships, but in| which had taken place upstairs last year 
ordinary ships, had considerably modified their pro- 
| posals, and the discussions which had 
Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS | said that | taken place on the early part of the 
from inquiries which he had made, that | Bill would be borne in mind when 
was not the case. Ninety-seven per cent. they came to deal later with the 
came in these ships to eight certain ports. definition clauses. He could not give 
; -any definite pledge to the noble Lord 
Mr. LOUGH asked if that 97 per cent. | opposite in regard to the appeal he had 
included transmigrants. made, but when they came to discuss 
Clause 8 dealing with definitions the 
Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that it | Government would endeavour to indicate 
did. It was not the wish of the Govern- | to the House the general lines of the 
ment in - way to hamper foreigners | Orders which would be prepared for the 
who were bona fide passing through this carrying out of e provisions of . 
country on mbes a to another ; nor Bill. ne a 

was it their desire to hamper shipowners 
in that trade. He had put Amendments} Mr. COURTENAY WARNER asked 
on the Paper which would, he believed, | if there was any reason against adopting 
meet, to a large extent, their objections | ** passenger” instead of “ immigrant.” 

to the Bill. He could not accept the | 
statement of the hon. and gallant Member! Mr. AKERS - DOUGLAS said he 
for the Isle of Wight that what the | thought so. If they thought of the 
(Government wanted was not to ex-| enormous inconvenience there would be 
clude the rich criminal but to touch the |—[An Hon. Memper on the Oppostrion 
poor immigrant. | Benches: To the rich man.} — not 
‘only to the rich man but to the poor, 
MaJor SEELY said he did not utter} who did not come within the categories 

a single word as to the wish of the Govern- | in this Bill. 
ment to allow the rich criminal to land 
here. What he said was that the effect Mr. BRYCE said that the declara- 
of the clause would be to allow the rich | tions of the right hon. Gentleman the 
criminal to come in and to exclude the| Home Secretary and the Attorney- 
poor immigrant. | General were not very clear to some 
ihon. Members. Take the case of a 
Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that the | Pole who, instead of coming in one of 
criminal class was dealt with almost | the big ships, came from Calais to Dover, 
entirely under Clause 3; and that clause | which was not a port where there was 
applied equally to rich and poor. The |an immigration officer. Would he be 
hon. and gallant Gentleman said that it | able to land at Dover? He understood 
would be easy for a rich man to come in, | that an immigrant ship was defined 
and not for a poor man. He did not | in the Bill as one which carried more 
admit that at all, because it was per- | than twenty alien steerage passengers. 
fectly possible for a respectable man to Would the Home Secretary tell the 
come here without necessarily showing | Committee how the Bill would work in 
that he had a certain amount of means, | that case ? 

it he could show that he had an offer of 
employment in his pocket, or had friends) Mr. WALLACE asked if these 
or relations in this country. Inthatcase alien immigrans came in batches 
there would be no difficulty whatever of nineteen were they entitled to go 
in the way of his getting in. These were | anywhere they liked in this country ¢ 
the intentions of the Government. Hon. 
Members must see that the Govern- Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he was 
anxious to be perfectly frank on the 
matter. This Bill was intended to deal 
with the immigrationfof a certain class 
of aliens who arrived here_in bulk. It 





ment were not at all unwilling to 
receive their assistance in improving 
the Bill. Although they had not been 
abl: to accept the Amendment of the 
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was perfectly true that it would be im- | 


possible, without great expense, to erect 
immigrant machinery at every port in 
this country. They could not, therefore, 
prevent the infiltration of some undesir- 
able immigrants into this country. But 
in a great many cases the undesirables 
would be dealt with under Clauses 3 and 
4. Every country had a right to say 
what class of people should come within 
their borders; and we were perfectly 
right in saying that we could not allow 


large numbers of undesirable immi- 
grants to come in here. 
Mr. BRYCE said that immigrants 


could come in in batehes of nineteen. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS | said that 
there were Amendments to reduce the 
number which would have consideration, 


Ma. WALLACE said that le was quite 
sure after the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman that they would in 
bodies of nineteen. 


come 


Mr. CHURCHILL said that the Com- 
mittee would welcome the tone cf the 
right hon. Gentleman’s statement. He, 
himself, thoroughly agreed that examina- 
tion should he vestrieted to eertain 
ports, Tiat wes the only means by 
which the machinery could be put mto 


execution. The infiltration of immi- 
grants In tens and fifteens would, 
however, continue. The right hon. 


(Gentleman had not given any reason for 
rejecting the Amendment. He wanted 
to know, however, why shoulda criminal, 
alunatie, an idiot, a prostitute, or a 
diseased person come into this country 
immune from the provisions of the Bill 
simply beeause he or she could afford to 
take a cabin ticket? He really did not 
believe that the Tory Party would adopt 
such an absurd position. What would 
happen? A rope would be fastened 
across the deck. All on one side would | 
be immune; all on the other would not. 
The possession of some small change was 
to be the deciding factor whether or not 
an immigrant should be allowed to enter. 
and the effect of the measure 
draw a line betweea rich and poor. 
Povercy was to be more loathsome than 
lunacy, idiocy, or disease, and unless a | 
satisfactory answer were given to the | 

Mr. Aker:-Douglas, | 


was to 





(COMMONS} 





Bill. 


296 


Amendment the Bill would meet with 
very serious opposition. 


Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.) said he 
had an Amendment on the Paper to 
reduce the number of immigrants from 
twenty to five; and he was glad to hear 
the statement of the Home Secretary on 
the point. As regarded the matter 
mentioned by the hon. Member for 
the Lichfiel1 Division, the expression 
‘passenger’? included all passengers 
except those who might be directed by 
the Secretary of State to be regarded 
as cabin pas-engers. There was need 
for elasticity in the matter, and the 
Secretary of State should be given full 
liberty to lay down the necessary regu- 
lations. He was glad, therefore, that 
his right hon. friend had not given any 
undertaking as to what the precise regu- 
lations were to be, 

Mr. LOUGH said that the statement 
of the Home Secretary did not include 
transmigrants. If they were excluded 
there would be a tremendous interference 
with one of the most lucrative industries 
in this country. The Home Secretary 
admitted that the evil he had to deal 
with was a local one, and comparatively 
a smallone. The right hon. Gentleman 
knew from deputations from shipowners 
What great injury might be inflicted, 
vet he proposed to contine the trans- 
migrant traffic to nine ports. Tn his 
opinion it would be far better to exclude 
the transmigrants altogether than make 
such a regulation, Many important 
ports such as Dover and Queenborough. 
would have to be excluded. The Home 
Secretary was not in the ditliculty he 
thought he was in regard to this matter, 
The right hon. Gentleman asked how 
he could) prevent transmigrants stop- 
ping in this country; but he could throw 
the onus on the shipping companies. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man appears to be straying from the 
Amendment before the Committee. 


Mr. AKERS-BGUULAS said that the 
question could be discussed on the next 
Amendment. 


Mr. LOUGH said that in that 


he would not continue the discussion. 


case 
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*Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe) said that, as yet, the Com- 
mittee had had no definition of the word 
“immigrant.” Surely it was not contended 
that poverty was the deciding reason why 
an idiot, a lunatic, or a criminal should be 
kept out of the country. They did not 
want idiots, lunatics, or criminals, whether 
they were rich or poor. He was a 
member of the Committee which con- 
sidered the Bill last session, and he 
sympathised with the aims of the Govern- 
ment, which he believed to be good; but 
it seemed to him impossib!e that a poverty 
test should be imposed. To many people 
that wou'd appear to be the main tet 
Tue substitution of the word “ passenger” 
for “immigrant”? wou'd undoubtedly 
enlirg: the scope of the Bill. It would, 
however, much simplify matters if the 
“word “ passenger” were substituted for 
the word ‘ immigrant.” If the Cov- 
ernment had this discriminating power 
why should it not apply to the rich as 
well as the poor undesirable? Surely 
the Government did not wish the country 
to believe that the possession of money 
was the real test under the Bill. The 
acceptance of the Amendment was on 
all fours with the object of the measure : 
it would increase, not lessen, the power 
of the Government, and perhaps give 
them greater justification later on for 
exercising the option which the Bill 
would give them. 


*Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) said the 
great objection to the Amendment was 
to be found in the avowed object of 
the Bill itself, which was to restrict the 
influx into this country of a certain class 
of undesirable immigrants who came here, 
not to pass through, but to settle and to 
compete with the people of this country 
under unfair conditions. Even if the 
term “immigrant” were not defined, 
the well-known object of the Bill would 
surely justify the use of the word, and 
the limitations and qualifications could 
be dealt with at a Jater stage on the 
definition clause. Hf the Amendment 
were accepted, it would cause the Bill to 
be applied to a class for whom it was 
not primarily intended. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) 
said that from the point of view of the 
welfare of the country he would rather 
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take in a poverty-stricken man who 
came seeking honest employment than a 
man who meant to float a company and 
put his skill to nefarious purposes. Why 
should any class distinction be made ? 
The most dangerous immigrants were 
frequently those who could pay for 
first- class passages and who come 
simply to exploit the country. When 
he landed in America as a young miner 
forty-five years ago he had £3; others 
possibly had £100, but he submitted 
that he was of the more use to the 
country because he offered his labour te 
the first man who would buy it. Ji 
the right hon. Gentleman wished the 
Bill to be acceptable and to have any 
effect on the moral character of the 
country, he would have to make it apply 
to all undesirables. The real gist of the 
matter was in the definition clause. It 
made no difference which end of a ship 
the immigrant came in; if he was an 
honest ‘man he should be welcomed 
whether he came steerage or cabin, 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) referring to 
the question whether an immigrant might 
be landed at other than an immigration 
port, pointed out that Liverpool was not 
one of the proposed ports. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Yes, it is. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Is that in addition 
to the ports first named ¢ 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS was under- 
stood to say that he had intimated that 
Liverpool would be included. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that was satis- 
factory to a certain extent, but it did 
not touch the general point he was 
about to raise. Considerable numbers of 
Swedes and Norwegians habitually went 
to the United States for two or three 
vears, and then returned home, coming, 
as a rule, through this country. Under 
this Bill, if they went to a port at which 
there was not an immigration officer 
they would be unable to land, but would 
have to go round the coast until they 
came to an immigration port, their only 
crime being that they had_ travelled 
economically in order to have more money 
to take home, possibly, to their parents. 
The direct result would be that the whole 
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of that traffic would be driven to 
the German ships which went round 
the coast. Then there was the case of 
the young Knglish workman who went 
to the United gStates and &became a 
naturalised American. If he proposed 
to come home for a _ three months 


{COMMONS} 





holiday—as many such did—it was possi- 
ble that, under the drafting of the Bill, 
unless he arrived at an immigration port, 
he would not be allowed to land. Clause | | 
was so absurdly drafted that it would | 
do far more harm to the commerce and | 
trade of the country than good to certain | 
localities. 


AKERS-DOUGLAS said that both 
the points raised by the hon. Member 
had been considered. There was un- 
doubtedly a large traffic in Scandinavians, | 
and he thought he could see his way to 
meet that point satisfactorily. As to the 
other case, he was not prepared to say 
tiat such men would be undesirable 
aliens. When the Committee reached 
tie part of the Bill coneernal, he would | 
be able to show the hon. Momber 
sich a thing as he had suggested would 
not be likely to happen. 


Mr. 


that | 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) | 


suid the steerage accommodation was now 
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described, and no amount of finesse in 
definition could get over the fact. 


500 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that if 
immigrant traffic showed a tendency to 
develop at a particular port the necessary 
machinery would be set up. If the 
machinery was not there the port would 
| be closed to “immigrant ships” but not 
to al'ens arriving i any other ships. 


Mr. DOBBIE (Avr Burghs) asked the 


Committee to consider how the shipping 


| interest of Scotland would be affected 


unless this Amendment were accepted. 
Leith, the only Scotch port scheduled, 
was but one of several, and it was not the 
most important for Continental traffic. 
Immigrants who now arrived at Dundee 
or Glasgow, frequently only to pass 
through Scotland, would be compelled 
to go to Leith, or be prevented from 


| landing. 


Tae CHAIRMAN said the remarks 
of the hon. Member would be more in 
order on the Question that Clause | stand 


part, or on Clause 6, bat trey were not in 
order on this Amendment. 
Me. DOBBIE said that unless the 


so much better than it used to be that | 
men with considerable means frequently | 
travelled that way. Numbers of men | 
came over here to spend a few months, | 
and in order to save money travelled 
steerage. They would all be affected by | 


this Bill. | 
| 


Mr. WHITLEY said the right hon. 
Gentleman had entirely missed his point. | 
It was the Home 
sa ying that the men would not be shut out 
» cause they were not undesirable aliens. 
Piey would not be able to prove their 
1 sirability, as they would not be allowed 
“© land, 


no good Secretary | 


Tue CHAIRMAN asked how the hon. 
Member connected his point with the 
A aendment. 


Mr. WHITLEY said everything de- | 
pended on the interpretation of the word | 
‘ immigrant.” The Bill was so drawn | 


that it would apply to the class he had | 
Mr. Whitley. 


| Immigrant, 


| Amendment were accepted the object of 
the Bill as far as Scotland was concerned 
would be defeated, because there they 
suffered not from the usual of 
but from a minor class who 
came from the Baltic in small numbers, 
usually not in immigrant ships, and who 
consequently would not be included 


class 


under the Bill unless “ passenger”? were 
substituted for “immigrant.” The re- 


jection of the Amendment would prevent 
the operation of the clause in the pre- 
vention of an admitted evil, and dislocate 
the trade not only of Leith but also 
of other Scotch ports. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) thought the 
best way of dealing with the question 
was to leave in the “word ‘ ‘immigrant ’ 
and give it in the definition clause the 

iatural meaning assigned to it in the 
English language. An immigrant was a 
man who came to this country with the 
intention of residing here, and he was no 
more or no less an immigrant whether 














Aliens 


301 


he came asa steerage or a cabin passenger. | 
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Such a course would meet the difficulties | 


that had been suggested and others that | 


might arise. 
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Walton,John Lawson(Leeds,S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 


Whitley, J. H. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: TI call upon the | 
hon. Member for West Islington to move | 
his second Amendment. 


Mr. LOUGH asked if his first Amend- | 
ment was out of order. 


Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Wills, Arthur Walters (N Dorset 
Wilson, Chas, Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York. W. R. 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOE:— 
Mr. Churchill and = Mr. 
Runciman. 


then it covered the ground. It was pos- 
sible in such a case that a person would 


| be refused a landing at Queenstown and 


be obliged to go to Liverpool, and it 
should be observed that this only applied 


to steerage passengers. He would move 


‘to add after the word “ immigrant” 


THe CHAIRMAN: It is not in order 


here, and it should come on Clause &. 


Mr. LOUGH said they had been told 
that ‘“Simmigrant” included “ trans- 
migrant.” 


THe CHAIRMAN: It will be open to 
the hon. Member to move his solution of 
the difficulty on that part of the Bill. 


Mr. WHITLEY said that, owing to 
what occurred a few moments ago, it 
was necessary that an Amendment should 
be put in after “immigrant” to protect 
the case of the British-born workman 
returning to visit his family. There was 
also the case of the Irishman who emi- 
grated to the States, naturalised himself 
there, and then came home to revisit his 
relatives. | 


THe CHAIRMAN: There is no Ques- 


tion before the Committee. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he would move to 
insert after the word “ immigrant” the 
words “ not being a British-born subject.” 
This was a matter which affected a large | 
number of persons. 


THe CHAIRMAN: This is a Bill to} 
amend the law with regard to aliens. I 
do not think any Amendment dealing | 
with British-born subjects would be in | 
order. 

Mr. WHITLEY said that if they could | 


be assured that a person who had been | 


naturalised in the United States, although: | 
born in this country, was not an alien, | 


'it really involved a large question. 


the words “if he has not been born in 
the United Kingdom.” 


Me. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 
ney, 8.) said he thought any restriction 
upon the word “ immigrant ” should be 
made in Clause 8. To imsert such 
Amendments now might lead to serious 
confusion. 


THe CHAIRMAN: It would not be 
in order to insert this Amendment here 
and it will more properly come in on 
Clause &. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he understood 
that the hon. Member for Halifax had 
been allowed to move his Amendment. 


Ture CHAIRMAN: No; that is not 


so. 


Mr. LOUGH moved to leave out 


' from the word “not” in line 6 and to 


insert the word “only.” The Amend- 
ment superficially appeared small, but 
The 
thing he feared about the Bill was the 
damage it would do to British trade. 


|The Bill was constructed on the idea 


that once a great passenger shiv arrived 
at a port there might be established on 
board a police Court, and lunatics or 
diseased people might be kept on poard, 
The profit of a ship depended on having 
the ship rapidly cleared. When in 
New York he paid some attention to 
the working of a law for the exclusion 
of undesirable aliens, and he found that 
the greatest pains were taken toe avoid 
delays to shipping. He noticed that 
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there was not the slightest difficulty in | 


getting the great liners cleared of the 
immigrants on beard as well as the 
cabin passengers, An hour after it 
was cleared the ship was being cleaned, 


and arrangements were being made 
for the next voyage. This Bill was 


drafted without the mest elementary 
knowledge of the requirements of sea- 
faring. Every obstacle was placed in 
the way of getting passengers landed. 
Ii any immigrant was dissatisfied with 
the decision of the immigration oflicer, 
he could take his case to a Court of 
Appeal on the same afternoon or next 
day, and that would mean delaying the 
ship. The profit often depended on the 
number of voyages that could be made 
within a certain time. Great advantage 
would be given to our rivals in the 
shipping trade if the arrangements in the 
Bill were persisted in. The Home Sec- 
retary knew all about this point, for 
he had been worried a great deal about it 
during the last month or two. It was 
because of the difficulty on this point 
that they were so late in getting the 
Bill into Committee. Was it not a 
reasonable thing to consider the dangers 
and difficulties that would be involved 
if the present framing of the Bill was 
retained ? Ii they adopted the principle 
of the Bill they must ge the whole way 
and set up suitable asylums to which 
immigrants could be brought. H there 
were lunatics on board a staff weuld 
have to be kept up to guard them as 
they might set fire to the ship in the 
night. The Home Secretary had partly 
conceded this point and had given 
notice of an Amendment to be moved 
later on. He would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to go further and to allow the 
immigrants to be landed and suitably 
accommodated at the port in a place 
approved by the Board of Trade. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 1, line 6, to leave out the word 
‘not, and insert the word ‘only.’?--(.MV>r. 
Lough.) 

Question proposed, * That word 
‘not’ stand part of the Clause. 


the 


99 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he under- 
stood that the hon. Gentleman desired 
that the whole of the examination should 


Mr. Lough. 
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take place at the port of landing after 


the ship had arrived. The question of 


‘examination had been carefully con- 


sidered. They were agreed that the 
process must be as speedy as possible, 


It was for the advantage of the aliens, 


the shipowners, and the country that the 
decision should be come to as early as 
possible, and the Government thought 
that in many cases, where there were few 
aliens on board, the immigration officer 
could do the work perfectly well on board. 
It was perfectly true that a hard-and- 
fast rule could not be made for every port. 
There were ports, such as the port of 
London, where it would be possible when 
a ship was coming up the Thames for the 
immigration officer to go on board at 
Gravesend and do his work coming up. 
It would be the desire of shipowners that 
this alternative should be allowed. There 
was an objection to the hon. Mem- 
ber’s Amendment from the point of view 
of those who supported the Bill. They 
were not prepared to allow the alien to 
from the control of the ship- 
until the decision was given. 
This was very important from their 
point of view, and altiough they 
were prepared to have the examination 
on board ship or on landing at the 
port as might be thought best in the 
circumstances of the case, they were 
not prepared to allow the responsiblity 
of the shipowner to cease from 
the moment he was disembarked. He 
was glad to say that shipowners ac- 
cepted the view that they must retain 
responsibility, and that they must see 
that premises were available for the 
immigrants on landing. There were 
many ports—London, Liverpool, and 
others—where there was no reason why 
the examination should not take place 
on land.  Disembarkation for that 
purpose would not, technically speaking, 
be a landing. He was not prepared 
to make the concession which the hon, 
Member for [slington desired. It was 
quite impossible, as he had pointed out 
before, that all the ports would agree 


pass 


owner 


/on any common practice. 


yor 


Mr. GUEST (Plymouth) said he under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman to say 


|that in no case could a ship be cou- 


sidered cleared until all the immigrants 
had passed the examining officer. His 
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reason for saying that was that he could 
not allow the shipowner to escape the 
responsibility of taking the undesirable 
alien back again. The Bill provided 
that in the event of any alien becoming 
a member of the criminal class within 
six months after landing in the country 
he might be exported at the expense of 
the shipowner. He did not see, there- 
fore, why the right hon. Gentleman 
should not accept the Amendment. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said facilities 
might be given to shipowners to get rid as 
soon as possible of the obligations imposed 
on them by the Bill. He did not quite 
follow his right hon. friend in his state- 
ment that the shipowners were to accept 
full responsibility for those undesirable 
aliens who were to be conditionally 
disembarked ; still less could he accept 
the point raised by the hon, Member 
for Plymouth that that condition should 
extend for six months. These, how- 
ever, were points which could be debated 
later on. It would be quite impossible 
for shipowners to take on liability for 
six months residence in the country 
where those persons had been allowed 
to enter by the legal immigration officer. 
In these circumstances, he insisted that 
the responsibility was with the country 
and not with the shipowners, 


Me. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
said that this was one of the most 
important clauses in the working 
of the Bill. It related to a point 
which, in the experience of the United 


States and Canada, had caused the 
greatest difficulty and had been the 


subject of the amendment of their legis- 
lation during the past twenty years. 
There was no doubt whatever that it 
would be found in practice that in every 
one of the important ports in England 
where immigrants were landed it would 
be absolutely necessary to have suitable 
places on shore for the purpose of de- 
tention and inquiry. Again, vessels were 
constantly arriving at these ports with 
immigrants on board who were ill; and 
it frequently happened that the children 
were ill when the parents or guardians 
were not. These had also to be taken 
care of while the sick children were being 
attended to. That was a most impor- 
tant and difficult matter in the United 
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States and in Canada. There from 7 
to 8 per cent. of all immigrants required 
to be detained for examination or for 
inquiry for some special reason. In the 
meantime all sorts of restrictions, such 
as bonds, were placed on the vessels. 
He found that in the United States they 
started in precisely the same sort of way 
as was now proposed in this Bill before 
the House—viz., without any provision 
for shore depots for detention; and 
they were forced by the circumstances 
of the case to provide such places at 
very great expens». It was the same 
inCanada. It had been found absolutely 
impossible to examine the immigrants 
on board ship, to determine whether 
thev were suffering from all or any of the 
enumerated in the schedule, 
such as lameness, rickets, swollen glands, 
defects of speech, disease of the bones, 
ete. He had the Report for last year 
of the Immigration Otic? in Canada, in 
which it was pointed out that, by the 
force of circumstances, they had been 
compelled to go to great expense in pro- 
viding machinery to carry out the im- 
migration law on shore rather than on 
shipboard. H» would point out that 
very large number of the people we should 
have to deal with in this country would 
be transmigranuts. In Canada they had 
last year to deal with 30,374 trans- 
migrants who were on their way to the 
United States. It was necessary that 
if a Bill of this kind was to be of the 
slightest use it should be effective. Of 
course, it was desirable that we should 
be able to shut out from this country the 
riff-raff of immigrants; but we must 
take them as they came. A large pro- 
portion of them would be good and a 
small proportion bad. But in the case 
of transmigrants the good would go on 
to America, while the bad would be left 
here. He hoped the Committee would 
reject this Amendment, which would not 
touch the question at all, and that the 
Amendment of his right hon. friend 
would be accepted, which provided for 
all that was required for the purposes 
of “inspection and inquiry.” 
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diseases 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 


Hamlets, Poplar), who was indistinctly 
heard, was understood to say that all that 
was wanted was to clear the ships as 
quickly as possible. 


He believed that it 
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was quite exceptional in America to have 
places of reception and examination for 
immigrants. He thought that the hon. 
Member who had just spoken was under 
a misapprehension in regard to the effect 
of the proposed amended clause which 
would impose additional lability on 
shipowners, because, while the immi- 
grants were on shore the ship could be 
cleared, and the officers would be freed 
from the liability of looking after the 
immigrants. Under the circumstances, 
he should support the Amendment of his 
hon. friend rather than that of the Home 
Secretary as more likely to obtain what 
was desired. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said a vessel carry- 
ing immigrants was only a few hours 
in port and they often carried 600 or 
700 passengers on board. The truth 
was that the passengers were so closely 
packed together that there were no 


means whatever for all of them to be 


examined singly by the immigration 
agent or the medical officer. HH there 
was to be a place on shore for the 
examination of the passengers, as, fer 
instance, at Newhaven, were these 
facilities to be previded at the expense of 
the shipowners or of the State 4 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that all 
he wanted was that the paseengers 
should be examined either on board ship 
or on shore. He certainly did not intend 
that the shelters or depéts—[An Hon. 
MemBer on the Irisu Benches: Or 
compounds]—should be provided at 
the expense of the State. Several hon. 
Members had called attention to the 
practice which prevailed, in America ; 
but there was a very considerable differ- 
ence between the nature of the traffic 
there and here. In America the immi- 
grants only went to three or four ports. 
A great deal was to be said for the pro- 
vision suggested by the hon. Member 
behind him, but if they were to deal 
with a number of ports in this country 
they must have more elasticity. There- 
fore, it might be necessary to make dif- 
ferent regulations for the Eastern ports 
and the Western ports. In the Thames 
and the Tyne, though he did not know so 
much of the latter as of the former, 
and in nearly all the other east coast 
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the shipping companies or the harbour 
authorities for the examination to take 
place on the shore. He admitted that 
that would add to the expense, but he 
did not think that that extra expense 
should be borne by the State. 
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Mr. RUNCIMAN said he quite under- 
stood what the intention of the right hon. 
Gentleman was, and he was glad that 
they had elicited from the right hon. 
Gentleman the very important fact that if 
shipowners were to avoid the detention 
of their vessels—a totally impossible pro- 
ceeding—they would have to provide, at 
their own expense, accommodation for the 
examination of these passengers on shore. 
Some ports would be more expensive 
than others as regarded wharfage and 
warehouses, and in certain ports it 
would be impossible to get extra accom- 
modation, Persons engaged in this in- 
dustry would be let in for a new liability, 
which it could not well bear. He would 
say nothing about the inconvenience to 
the passenger; but if the examination 
were to take place on the Thames or the 
Tyne in winter he did not envy the pas- 
senger, It showed how little the pro- 
posals of the measure had been thought 
out, 


Mr. CHURCHILL said it was quite 
clear that the Home Secretary contem- 
plated a double system. Some passen- 
gers were to be inspected at sea and 
others in compounds on land. Roth 
systems, however, would impose a burden 
on the shipping trade. He wished to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
what comparative extent each system 
was to be used, and, also, by what 
means he would be able to compel ship- 
ping companies to provide accommoda- 
tion on shore. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said he thought the 
Amendment was uncalled for. 


Mr. LOUGH said that the Bill was 
built on the idea to prevent landing. He 
wanted to alter that, and to allow land- 
ing, so that there should be no interfer- 
ence with the shipping trade. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said he 


ports, arrangements might be made by | saw no difference between the words in 
Mr. Sydney Buxton. 
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the Bill and the words in the Amend- 
ment. In any event, the proper time to 
deal with the matter was on a subsequent 
Amendment. He knew something of the 
feeling of the shipowners, and he be- 
lieved they were quite satisfied with the 
proposal of the Home Secretary. 


Mr. CHURCHILL asked the Home 
Secretary to what extent it was proposed 
to have recourse to special examination 
on shore, and at what ports, 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that there 
were no particular ports to which they tied 
themselves. There was nothing to pre- 
vent any one of the ports mentioned being 
replaced by another, or the list being 
increased or diminished. He was not 
prepared to say at which ports it was 
proposed to establish these depots. He 
wanted it to be at the option of the ship- 
owner. If the latter thought it better 
to have the examination on the quay, 
then it certainly would take place there, 
and vice versa. It was quite possible in 
the same port they might have examina- 
tion of persons brought by one line of 
steamers on Jand, and of those brought 
by another, on board. The examination at 
present was conducted by an extremely 
able staff, and many shipowners preferred 
that it should take place at sea, and not 
wait until the ship was alongside. 
it was better to give the shipowners the 
option 


Surely 


Me. STUART SAMUEL asked if it 
vould not be more conyenient to take 
his Amendment now. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) said the debate 
showed the utter impracticability of the 
whole scheme. He wondered whether 
the hon. Members representing Liver- 
pool considered the vast numbers of 
passengers who were being landed at 
Liverpool and who had to be got off 
these ships. They all knew the state 
of congestion that already existed in 
Liverpool. In his view, the right hon. 
Gentleman had suggested something it 
was impossible to carry into effect. He 
did not understand how they were 
going to deal with this traffic. It might 


be possible for officers to go on board at 
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| Kingstown and other places and ex- 
}amine numbers of these immigrants, 
| but they could not examine ther all, 
|and to examine them on these shores 
| would entail a large charge on Liver- 
| pool. Who was to provide these shelters 
or concentration camps ? The corpora- 
'tion of Liverpool, the Government, or 
the shipowners? The right hon. Centle- 
man said the shipowners were, but 
would not that put an intolerable burden 
upon the shipowners ? The whole thing 
showed the morass through which the 
right hon. Gentleman was plodding his 
way and from which he apparently 
did not know how to extricate himself. 
The Bill had not been thought out in 
its working; the details had not 
considered, and for his part he did not 
see how it was to be carried out. 





been 


*Mr. EMMOTT asked what the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed to do with the 
shipowners. The right hon. Gentleman 
had indicated that he intended to make 
them build these shelters or compounds, 
or whatever they might be called, but he 
took no powers in his Bill to do so. 
The inference was that he would bully 
them into building shelters by making 
them wait leng their 
could be cleared. That was 


ever so before 
ships 
of dome thing 
The whole of this immigration bogey 
was a very smail thing, in spite of what 
the right hon. Gentleman said, and 
because of this small matter he proposed 
to interfere with the transmigrant trade 
of this country, worth many millions per 
annum. All the foreign agents were now 
pointing out the difficulties that would 
be put in the way of these transmigrants 
in England in the future as a reason why 
they should ship direct to foreign coun- 
tries. Having sat through this discussion 
he was convinced, as everybody who 
had listened to the debate must he con- 
vineed, that the Government. m regard 
to this matter, was taking a very serious 
step which, if persisted in, was 
to bring those interested m shipping into 
immense difficulties. He asked that 
this stage of the Bill should be further 
pestponed. 


not an English way 


cong 


*Mr. MARTIN (Worcestershire, Droit - 
wich) was understood to say that he 
thought a great deal too much had been 
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tion to which it was proposed to subject 
alien immigrants. 
easily pass a number of these people in a 
very few moments. Perhaps fifty of those 
arriving by a particular ship would not 
require looking at, and others would need 
only a very casual inspection. In regard 
to the inspection chamber—which he 


thought a proper word to employ—all | 


that was needed was a very small shed, 
with a doctor’s cell attached, and it would 
not cost £50 to build one. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN asked whether the 
depots were to be put up at the cost 
of the shipowners, and if that was not 
the fact at whose cost were they to be 
put up. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that, in 
nearly every case, in the great ports of 
this country to which these ships came 
these places already existed, and they 
could be used without expense. The 
yovernment did not intend to bear the 
cost of erecting buildings. He had said 
over and over again that any buildings 
erected would not be at the public cost, 
and that if it were at the cost of anybody 
it would be at the cost of the shipowners 
who engaged in this trade, and who 
therefore must bear the expenditure. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN said, then, it was the 


fact that these depots were to be erected 
at the cost of the shipowners. 


Mr. AKERS - DOUGLAS: Where 


necessary. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: Where necessary. | 


The hon. Gentleman opposite said that 
was a paltry matter, but if he knew any- 
thing about the value of real property he 
would know that the purchase of river- 
side property was not a paltry matter. 
And in regard to the manner in which 
passengers are to be examined under 
this Act that was not so easy a matter 
as the hon. Gentleman seemed to imagine. 
They were going to be examined to see 
not so much whether they were suffering 
from disease, but whether they were 
lunatics or idiots, and he could assure the 
hon. Gentleman that that was sometimes 
avery difficult matter. Not only were im- 
migrants to be examined as to their physt- 
cal and mental state, but also «s to the 


Mr. Martin. 


A medical man could | 
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made by certain Members of the examina- | 


extent of their finances, and when a man 
was endeavouring to get into this country 
with very little money in his pocket, and 
it was probably the sole outlet he had 
for his energy and his hope for the 
future, he would not be too ready to 
facilitate the operations of the inspecting 
officer. Every step in that examination 
would lead to delay, and delay to thcse 
engaged in shipping was by no means 
a paltry matter. The demurrage on 
some of the vessels engaged in that 
trade might be anything up to £500 a 
day. The shippers engaged in the trade 
would be very wise to consider the 
regulations which the Home Secretary 
had outlined very roughly and see 
whether they were not laying upon 
themselves a burden which would be 
a most serious obstacle to the successful 
conduct of their business. 


Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle on-Tyne) 
desired to say a word as a shipowner 
and as representing the short- sea 
traders of London, who carried practically 
50 per cent. of the trade of the Port of 
London. They approved of the objects 
of the Bill, but differed with re-pect to 
some of its provisions. He frankly ad- 
mitted that shipowners wou'd prefer to 
see the examination carried out on shore, 
and if the Home Secretary was prepared 
to giant the option—as he understocd 
him to be—of having the examination on 
chore, many of the difficulties would 
disappear. The moment the Bill became 
law every  shipowner who carried 
passengers would exercise care to prevent 
undesirables coming in, and the different 
agents abroad would receive instructions 
to do tle same. The Bill already pro- 
vided, he lelieved, that where the 
examination had been satisfactorily made 
abroad it would be accepted Lere as 
sufficient. There would le no difficulty 
in passing the desirable or healthy immi- 
grant. Moreover, so far as London was 
concemed, nearly the who!eof the so-called 
immigrant traffic was carried by foreign 
ships, and that was doubsless the reason 
hon. Members cpposite were so anyious 
to secure all these safeguards; they 
always desired to protect the foreigner. 
The Committee need not fear to accept 
the assurance of the Home Secretary that 
every facility would be given for the 
examination to be carried out on shore. 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE was surprised 
that the hon. Member for Newcastle 
should have backed up the amazing state- 
ment of the hon. Member beside him as 
to the rate at which these examinations 
would take plice. How anybody could 
suppose that 400 imm/grants could 
be examined in an_ hour, and 
the necessary information obtained 
as to their character and health, 
he could not conceive, and hon. Members 
who made such statements could not 
have considered the nature of the 
questions to be put. 





*Masgon EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) said the primary | 
object of the speeches of the Opposition | 
was obviously to stir up the animosity | 
of shipowners against the measure. | 
Speaking as one who had gone earefully 
into the matter, especially as it affected 
London, he could assure the Committee 
that the traffic was mainly carried im 
foreign bottoms. 
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available would be less than if the tide 
were unfavourable. The present staff 
would, of course, have to be increased 
after the passage of this Bill. When the 
examination officer was unable to board 
the ship at Gravesend he followed by train 
to the dock, and, although there was no 
legal obligation upon them, the ship- 
owners invariably retained their 
passengers on board until they had been 
examined by the officer. If shipowners 


‘did that without any legal oblization 


could anybody believe the difficulties 
sugge-ted by hon. Members opposite 
would arise? The objections were 


| Wholly illusory, and, as he had said, were 


put forward to stir up the opposition of 
Unionist shipowners. ‘Then as to the 
medical examination. He had been on 
one of these ships where a close medical 
examination took place, and the 
passengers offered no objection whatever. 
A cabin was placed at their disposal, and a 


| sufficiently close examination was made 


to show which of the passengers was 


suffering from any serious disease. He 


Mr. EMMOTT: Have you figures to 
support that statement ? 
*Masor EVANS GORDON: Yes. 


Mr. EMMOTT : 


figures 2 


Are tnere any official | 


*Masor EVANS GORDON said that if | 
the hon. Member so desired he could see | 
the lists sent by the Customs officials to | 
the Board of Trade, givirg the names of 
the ships, the owners, the passengers | 
carried, and the destination, and he | 
would see that nearly the whole were 
foreign ships. As to the examination, 
wholly imaginary difliculaes had been 
stup. It should not be forgotten that 
inspection was carried on at present by 
au medical officer and a Customs officer. 
Ike had been present at those exaniuna- 
tions, and hon, Members would he sur- | 
prised at the amount of information thet 
was obtained. 





Dr. HUTCHINSON (sussex, Rye): | 


How long does the examination take ¢ 


*Masorn EVANS GORDON. sail the 
time available varied aceording to the 
tide, The ships were boarded at Graves- | 


end, and with a favourable tide the time | 


| 
| 
| 


} hear. 


| had been on board a ship upon which 
there were eighty-five immigrants and 


three medical officers examined them 
thoroughly within an hour while the ship 
was coming up from Gravesend to the 
dock, All the objections made by hon. 
Members opposite were wholly illusory, 
and he believed that they were put 
forward with the sole object of stirring up 
shipowners on the Unionist Benches 
against the Bill. He had placed at the 


| disposal of the Committee such know- 


ledge as he had been able to acquire 
upon this subject, and he trasted that 
what he had said would set at rest any 
doubts as to the practicability of this 
proposal. 


Dr. HUTCHINSON said that the 
statement they had just listened to 
was one of — the extraordinary 
medical histories it had been his lot to 
Here were eighty-five people 
examined thoroughly with stethoscopes 
in sixty minutes, which gave three- 
quarters of a minute to each patient, and 
they were asked to believe that this was 
the sort of eXamination which completely 
eliminated any man with disease, Any- 
one who knew the mere A BC of this 
question must know that thoroughly to 
examine anybody needed a quarter of an 


most 
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hour or twenty minutes, and even then 
it was a perfunctory examination. He 
had examined some of these immigrants 
three or four weeks ago, and when an 
hon. and gallant Member told him that 
three doctors examined eighty-five people 
11 an hour—— 


*Masor EVANS GORDON said on 
this occasion they boarded this ship 
and examined the immigrants. They 
boarded every ship that carried immi- 
grants. 


Dr. HUTCHINSON said that showed 
it was a show case. They heard the 
hon. and gallant Member was coming and 
three medical men put their stethoscopes 
in their pockets and boarded this ship. 
This was the sort of picture put before 
the House to make them think the same 
kind of thing was going on every day. 
The true facts of the case had not been 
brought before them, and he hoped, 
when the question of these diseased 
immigrants was raised, he might have a 
few words to say which would not be so 
melodramatic as those of the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman. 

Mr. LOUGH and 
gallant Member 


said the hon. 
had not touched 
Amendment at all. The objeet of his 
Amendment was to secure that there 
should be no diffieulty tmposed in the 
way of clearing the ship when she came 
to the dock. Some hon. Members 
opposite said that they agreed in 
principle with his Amendment, but in 
their opinion it was brought in at the 
wrong place. In case one or two of the 
eighty-five immigrants alluded to by the 
hon. Member opposite had been con- 
demned they would not have been de- 
tained upon the ship. Therefore, accom- 
modation ought to be provided on shore so 
that the ship might be cleared and these 
people might be run into the compound 
or hospital on shore. Hee did not think 
it was fair to charge them with pursuing 
merely Party tactics because they were 
trving to improve the Bil. If the 
Committee accepted this new principle it 
ought to be done in such a way as 
would not interfere in any way with the 
carrying on of the shipping industry. He 
did not think that a single word had 


Di. Hutchinson. 


the 
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been said against the principle of his 
Amendment. 
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Masor EVANS GORDON said that 
in the case he had mentioned there was 
one doctor and two medical officers of 
the Port of London on board. He did 
not think there was anything very 
unusual in the fact that they had such a 
thing as a stethoscope in their pockets. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE 
said that there was a most essential 
distinction between an examination 
conducted for the special purpose of 
enforcing an Act of Parliament and an 
examination of a more or less amateur- 
ish character. An examination of the 
former character involved  consider- 
able legal consequences, and therefore 
each person should have the full right to 
have his case gone into in a thorough 
manner, The argument of the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman was absolutely worth- 
le-3, 


Mr. CHURCHILL said that the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman the 
Member for Stepney was a_ great 
authority on this subject, but the 


hon. Member for Liverpool, who was 
also a great authority on the subject, 
took an entirely different view from him 
of the importance of the examination and 
of the place necessary for carrying on 
th. examination. The hon. Member for 
Liverpool was perfectly clear in his state- 
ment that an elaborate establishment for 
carrying on the examination ofthe aliens 
who came here would be required, but 
the hon, and gallant Gentleman said that 
the whole thing could be done while the 
ship was coming up the river. Might 
he point out that there were some 
perts in this country where there would 
be no convenient facilities for the 
medical efficers going on board. He 
would like to point out to the Com- 
mittee that where a ship had landed 
any immigrant because he had ap- 
pealed against the decision of thie 
examiner or was ill, and so waa left be- 
hind, he would have to be accommodated 
somewhere. He could not be accommo- 
dated on the open quay. He might have 
to wait several nights pending a final 
decision of his case, and decent accom- 
modation ought te be provided. He 
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asked the Home Secretary whether that 


sleeping accommodaticn was to be 
provided at the cost of the shipping 
companies or not. He did most 
seriously point out that the speech of 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman opposite 
had not in any way minimised the 
substantial point raised by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Liverpool that an establishment 
of an elaborate character for examina- 
tions would have to be erected, together 
w.th facilities for sleeping. He had only 
one Other point to make. The hon. 
Member for the Droitwich Division mad» 
a remark which called forth some prote.t. 
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|chamber” for, said th» hon. Member. 
that was an expression commoaly used 
_in regard to sewage, and he thought that 
| it Was at appropriate expression to apply 
to aliens. It should never be forgotten, 
however, that although those persons 
who came to our shores might be poor, 
diseased, or insane, nevertheless they were 
human beings; and he was quite sure 
that the use o? such improper languag: 
was to be deprecated. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 220 
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Farrell, James Patrick 
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Field, William 
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Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
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Joyce, Michael 
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Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 
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Lamont, Norman 
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Law. Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
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Layland-Barratt, Francis 
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Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col Sir CEH (Sheftield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond,Rt HnSir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE (Taunton 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
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Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. — 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia, 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendai 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col.John P.(Galway, N) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wick ow, W. 
‘Connor, John, (Kildare, N-) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor:(Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James (Roscommon N 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessys P. J. 
Parrott, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffrom Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Watertord) 
Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 
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Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 
Samuel,Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S.M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, Davia 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Spencer, Rt Hn 
Stanhope, Hn. 


Tennant, Harol 
Tomkinson, Ja 


Villiers, Ernest 





White, George 


And, it being after half-past Seven oi | 
the clock, the Chairman left the Chuir to | 


make his Report to the House. }ing, and no outlet for its sewage. 


| 


ot 


Committee report Progress ; to si 
again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


RATHMINES AND RATHGAR EXTEN- 
SION AND [IMPROVEMENT BILL (BY 
ORDER). 


Soares, Ernest J. 


Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radclifte) 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
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White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath North) 
Whiteley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
d John Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
mes Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wood, James 

Young, Samuel 

Yoxill, James Henry 


CR (Northants 
Philip James 


Amherst 


Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Lough and Mr. Eugene 
Wason. 

(Norfolk) 


had stated, amongst other things, that the 
district had no water of its own, no light- 
It was 
proved before the Committee that the 
district had an advantageous contract 
with the water authority, the Dublin Cor- 
poration, by which it was able to supply 
Terenure with water at a cheaper price 
than it could get it under the new Bill. 
It was also proved that the lighting was 
quite sufficient for the wants of the dis- 
trict. The right hon. Gentleman also 
stated that the district was not able to 





{THIRD READING. } 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read the third 


carry Off its sewage and were infringing 
|the rights of the Rathmines authority 
| but he forgot to state that Rathmines 
| opposed the using of their sewers on the 
extraordinary ground that they were not 
able to carry off all their own sewage, 


| 
a | B bee 
time.” | let alone that of the Terenure district. 


Mra. MOONEY (Dublin County, 38.) | 
said the Bill, if it passed, would throw | 


an onerous burden on a body of rate- | 
payers who had no idea in giving their | 
sanction to it of the liability with which | 
they were saddling themselves. The | 
jull weight of the Government majority | 
had been exerted to carry the Second | 
Reading, and on that occasion he had | 
heard the greatest coilection of in- | 
weurate and misleading statements that | 
could have been mide. He not only still | 
heid the objections he had expressed in 
the first imstance oa the question of 
extension, but the additions which had 
been made in Committees gave rise to 
further objections. Every single allega- 
tion which had been mad> bv the 
Attorney-General with regari to the Bill 
and with regard to the District Council 
of Terenure being taken in by the Rath- 
mines Council had been proved absolutely 
inaccurate. The rigit hon, Gentleman 





The Bill had been promoted by Rath- 
mines and Pembroke against the will of 
the majority of the people, and Pembroke 
had since discovered that under a clause 
to which they had never agreed, and on 
which they had not been consulted, thev 
were to be saddled at the end of five years 
with a capital expenditure of £110,099, 
at the lowest estimate, for the establish- 
ment of a main-drainage board and 
drainage stations. Further, he had 
this objection: in 190), when the 
Dublin Corporation brought their Bill 
before the House, the matter was 
considered by a Joint Committee 
of both Houses, which reported unani- 
mously that it would be to the 
public advantage if there were one 
alministration to control the drainage, 
and they recommended a joint drainage 
board for the city, and for Rathmines 
and Pembroke. Notwithstanding this 
Report, however, th Bill proposed to sot 
aside that recommendation altogether, 
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and it allowed Rathmines for five years 
to destroy all the work and all the money 
that had been expended by the citizens 
of Dublin in purifving the Liffey, by 
allowing them to discharge sewage into 
Dublin Bay. He submitted that the 
Bill was obtained by misrepresentation, 
and the Second Reading was allowed 
through the misleading statements of the 
Attorney-General ; and, that being so, and 
for the reasons he had given, he moved 
that the Bill be read a third time that 
day three months, 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
he seconded the Motion of his hon. 
friend the Member for South Dublin. 
The Attorney-General, who was ac- 
quainted with the whole of the 
phases of the Local Government Act. 
iiust be aware of the fact that at the 
present moment there was a great diffi- 
culty existing with regaid to the disposal 
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of sewage, about which some legislation 
would have to be passed. On _ broad 
principles he was opposed to this Bill. 
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intervention he made on behalf of the 
Government was to say that in the present 
stage of the controversy this was a mat. 
ter which should go to a tribunal which 
would investigate the matter and hear 
the opinion of all the local bodies. In 
consequence of that statement by the 
Attorney-General the normal majority of 
the Conservatives in the House was: 
represented in the division that took 
place. He was informed also that a 
special whip was sent out in order to 
carry the Second Reading of the Bill, 
and the position now, so far as he could 
see, was that this House presumed to 
dictate to the majority of the inhabitants. 
of these districts the course that should 
be taken. On behalf of the Dublin 
County Council he protested in the 
strongest possible manner against the way 
in which this Bill had been engineered, 
and submitted that it was not expedient: 
for this House to pass this Bill against 
the expressed wish of the rural dis- 
trict council, which opposed the Bill 
when it was in Committee, and which 


The corporation of Dublin, of which he | also opposed its Third Reading. If this 
was a member, opposed it, and the Dublin | Bill passed it would take away a very 


County Council strongly opposed it. | 


When it was before the Committee the wit- | 
nesses of the Dublin County Council were | 
not heard, but were dismissed in the most 
summary manner. The Port and Docks 
Board, of which he was a member, also 
opposed it. He was quite aware that an 
agreement had now been come to which 
would satisfy the Port and Docks Board, 
bat it was excecdingly doubtiul whether 
that agreement could ever be carried out. 
involving as it did considerable expense 
and technical difficulties which it was 
almost impossible to overcome. The 
majority of the inhabitants of the dis- 
tricts interested were entirely opposed 
to ite 

He was strongly of opinion that the 
Second Reading of this Bill had been 
obtained by ap infraction of the rules 
which were supposed to govern the pass- 
ing of Bills of this description, which 
were not of a politicz] nature. He had 
always understood that the Government 
did not interfere in any way in the passage 
of such Bills, but the Attorney-Genera! 





had made this a Party question pure and | 
smple, because he said in his speech it | 
was best to ask the House to decide 
between the parties, and that the only 


Mr. Mooney. 


large and important area from the 
jurisdiction of the county counci!. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the: 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’ ””—(Mr. Mooney.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.’ ” 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) said 
the district proposed to be ince rporated. 
had time after time appealed to the 
rutal district council and the board of 
guardians to provide a sewage system, 
water and light, and lok after their 
streets, but had appealed in vain. They 
did at length get some supply of water 
from the Corporation of Dublin and 
Rathmines, but, as to sewage, the state 
of affairs was such that the people had 
to take the law into their own hands. 
end join their sewers with these of the 
Rathmines and Pemt roke F oard without 
its consent. The board obtained an in- 
junction, but they never put it into 
force. The people failed to get any relici 
from the rural district council, and ulti- 
mately came to the Rathmines District 
Courci!l, who, realising the danger to: 

















~~ ee Peer rT aT UL rhlUL ee ee oe Oe. 


cr ef - 


eo Fre 7 


wy = 











329 Rathmines & Rathgar Ex- 


themselves, undertook to construct a 


drainage system and supply them with | 


water and electric light, and _pro- 
moted a Bill for the purpose. It was 
said the people did not want the Bill, 
but before the Committee five of the 
inhabitants were examined in favour 
of it and one against it. The Dublin 
Corporation were providing a drainage 
system, but nobody knew whether it 
would prove effective or not, and 
it was idle to talk of delay for five 
years. At the end of the five years the 
corporation might find that they had 
expend*d the money of the rate- 
payers without getting any real relief. 
It was decided that after five years 
the sewage of Rathmines and Pembroke 
should be treated in a certain way, so as 
not to send sewage into the mouth of the 
River Liffey. There was a special section 
of the Act enabling the Rathmines and 
Pembroke Board to agree with the 
Corporation of Dublin as to any other 
mode of treating the sewage which came 
from Rathmines and Pembroke. 


The Second Reading of this Bill had 
been carried by a majority of about sixty. 
Before the Select Committee all interested 
parties were heard by counsel, and wit- 
nesses were called and the inquiry lasted 
eight days. All matters of detail were 
threshed out, and the Committee arrived 
at certain conclusions. Was the House 
of Commons, upona Motion of this kind, 
going to refuse to pass the Third Reading 
of this Bill and thus stultify the action 
of their own Committee? By so doing 
the House would be declaring that the 
Select Committee had failed to discharge 
its duty and had been unfaithful to its 
trust. This was a Billto improve a small 
district which asked for it, and at whose 
request the Bill was mainly promoted. 
It would have been open to those who 
were now opposing the Bill to have placed 
their case before the Select Committee, 
but they did not do so, and why should 
these objections be brought forward 
now ? The objections which had been 
raised did not at all justify the rejection 
of this measure: If the Bill was sent to 
the other House those objections migat 
be dealt with there. Pemoroke had called 
a meeting which was to be held for the pur- 
pose of approving what had been done by 
the Select Committee. The hon. Member 
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for South Dublin either did not know that 
or he did not state it to the House. 
Had the hon. Member any authority 
from the Urban District Council of Pem- 
broke for the course he had taken ? 
He might be able to suppcrt his case with 
a few dissatisfied individuals, for there 
would always be found a few cranks, 
and it was their views that the hon. 
Member was putting forward. The 
body that represented Pembroke and 
who knew all about its requirements 
had not instructed anyone to say a 
word against this measure, and a special 
meeting had been called for the purpose 
of passing a resolution approving 
of everything that had been done. 
With regard to Rathmines, they had 
their political convictions and they were 
Unionists, but they never allowed poli- 
tics to interfere with their local affairs, 
and that was the reason why Rathmines 
was a well-managed place. The people 
of the districts concerned were anxious 
that this Bill should pass. The Cor- 
poration of Dublin and a few cranks 
were opposed to the measure, but 
beyond that there was no opposition 
to the Bill. [i those who were opposing 
the measure had any case they could 
state their objections before the Com- 
mittee of the House of Lords. 


Mr. T. HARRINGTON (Dublin Har- 
bour) said the hon. Member who had 
just sat down had neither been 
just to himself nor respectful to the 
House, beciuse he had made no effort 
to obtain any knowledge of the subject 


upon which he had been speaking. 
There was not a single materia! state- 


ment made by the hon. Member that 
was not absolutely inaccurate. He was 
present at the inquiry and heard the 
evidence and had since read it over, 
and if the hon. Member for London- 
derry would only read that evidence 
h. would find thac there was scarerly a 
page of the evidence which would not make 
him ashamed of the statement which he 
had jast made. The hon. Member said 
that this district hadapplied to the district 
council for lighting, and had applied 
in vain. That was not so. He also 
said that they applied for a water supply 
_a long time before they could get it. 
As a matter of fact the district had 


‘possessed a water supply for the last 
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thirty years, ard it had been well 
lighted for a long period. With regard 
to the opposition of the Corporation 
of Dublin, he wished to point out that 
Dublin had spent over half a millen of 
money on its main drainage in order 
to keep the sewage out of the River 
Liffey, and their only anxiety was to 
see that this vast expenditure of money 
should not be thrown away by these 
two townships being allowed to run 
their sewage into the Liffey. The sin- 
gular thing was that while protection 
was given to the Port and Docks Board 
no power or initiative whatever was 
given to the Corporation of Dublin in 
regard to this matter. The two urban 
districts of Rathmines and Pembroke 
had a joint main-drainage board, and 
they paid £200 a year to the Port and 
Docks Board for allowing their system 
of sewage to enter the river. This 
was simply paid as compensation for 
the additional dredging that might be 
necessary, and there was no question 
of sanitation or the health of the district 
taken into account at that time. There 
was a clause in the Bill which still left | 
it in the power of the Port and Docks 
Roard to make arrangements with the 
Main-Drainage Board of Rathmines and 
Pembroke by which they could get an 
additional rent and thus be permitted 
for all time to allow this pollution of 
the River Liffey to continue. The Cor- 
poration of Dublin were the sanitary 
authority for the Liffey, and they 
desired to be able to put a stop 
to this pollution of the river. 

There were two proposals placed before 
the Committee. One was that they should 
drain into the Rathmines system, and 
the penalty was that they should be 
annexed to Rathmines. The other was 
that they should drain into the system 
of the Corporation of Dublin, and for 
£100 a year the corporation were willing 
to treat all their sewage. The Committee 
rejected that and accepted the proposal 
that involved annexation, against the 
consent of the majority of the people 
who were taken over. Before the Com- | 
mittee the clerk of the district council | 
was examined, and he stated that cir- | 
culars had been issued, and the result | 
was that the replies he received showed | 
a majority of five or six to one against | 
anrexation. He had never known a 

Mr. T. Harrington. 
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Committee of the House give effect to 
its opinions in a more jaeifective manner. 
One of the clauses of the Bill introduced 
an absolutely new and vicious principle 
by putting upon a body of ratepayers 
a heavy charge with respect to which 
they had never been consulted. He com- 
plained that though the Corporation 
of Dublin, before the promotion of the 
Bill, had bound themselves to supply 
water to this district, which was to be 
added to Rathmines, at the same rate 
at which water was supplied in the city, 
the Bill had emanated trom the Com- 
mittee without a word of protection for 
the corporation as water sellers. This 
Bill gave power to charge Is. Id. for 
water. Now was it at all likely that 
the people who were getting water 
from the Dublin Corporation at 5d. 
would continue taking the Dublin, supply 
when they would be obliged to pay four 
times as much even if they had no supply 
at all from the new authority? He 
thought proper compensation ought to 
have been made to the Corporation o! 
Dublin for the loss of these privileges. 
Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) speaking as a member 
of the Committee, said the main 
proposal, and really the only one be- 
fore the Committee, was that for 
the annexation of the Rathmines and 
Rathgar Urban District Council. This 
was opposed on general grounds by the 
county council, the South Dublin District 
Council, and the corporation, and by the 
Port and Harbour Board on drainage 
grounds. Personally, he thought it a 
very arguable point whether the added 
district ought not to be a portion of the 
City of Dublin, but that point was not be- 
fore the Committee. He believed, also, 
that the majority of the people in the 
added district were not in favour of 
annexation. But on questions of local 
annexation Parliament had never ad- 
mitted that the wishes of the people of 
the district proposed to be annexed 
should be absolutely final. The Com- 
mittee were advised that the principle ot 
outgrowth and community of interest 
had often been allowed to override the 
present wishes of inhabitants. That 
being so, the Committee felt themselves 
free to look to the future needs of the 
added district. They found that it 
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was rapidly changing to an urban char-| honesty, capacity, or fairness of the 


acter similar to that of Rathmines, that 
it had no drainage system, that its 
scavenging was bad, and they were not 
favourably impressed with the evidence 
they had of its local government, and 
they came to the conclusion that it should 
not be left as it was. They thought 


good government was certain if the dis- | 


trict was added to Rathmines, whereas 
it was only a possibility if left alone. 
As to the drainage, much of the sewage 
went into a pipe belonging to the Rath- 
mines district, and thence through the 
Rathmines sewer into the Liffey in an 
absolutely crude and untreated condition. 
The Committee, therefore, decided that 
the annexation should take place only 
on the condition that the sewage of Rath- 
mines and the added district was pro- 
perly treated, and consequently they had 
to go beyond the four corners of the Bill. 
They felt, however, that the good they 
were doing by preventing this crude sew- 
age going into the Liffey warranted them 
in asking the House of Commons to sup- 
port their action. If Pembroke felt 
itself aggrieved it had a perfect right to 
go before the House of Lords Committee. 
The Committee were unanimous in their 
conclusion; it Was a common-sense 
decision, which he hoped the House would 
approve. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.) said that when the Bill came up for 
Second Reading he made no repre- 
sentations as to the facts of the case ; 
he simply pointed out the contentions 
of the respective parties, submitted that 
the House of Commons was not the 
proper tribunal to decide the questions 
of difference, and asked that the Bill 
should be allowed to go before the con- 
stitutional body for dealing with such 
matters, viz., a Committee of this House. 
The Bill had been before that tribunal 
and an unanimous decision given. He 
failed to understand the contention of 
hon. Members, or why they should 


attempt to upset the decision of a pro- | 


perly qualified and impartial tribunal, 
arrived at after hearing evidence from 
all parties concerned. simply because 
that decision did not happen to be that 
which hon. Members desired. No at- 
tempt had been made to impeach the 


Committee. Did hon. Members suggest 
that the corporation had any powr 
to prevent Rathmines from discharging 
crude sewage into the Liffey, or that 
they would have it under their main- 
drainage scheme ? 


Mr. T. HARRINGTON said the whole 
of their contention was that there was no 
power to prevent it, and that the corpora- 
tion, after spending half a million of 
money on their main drainage, would 
still be without that power. 


Mr. ATKINSON said the price the 
Rathmines township had to pay for 
the addition of this district was that 
within five years they must adopt a 
scheme under which they would no 
longer discharge their crude sewage 
into the Liffey. 


Me. T. HARRINGTON : But it is not 


mandatory. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that if the 
clauses of the Bill were inadequate the 
proper course of the opponents of the 
Bill was to raise the issue before the 
tribunal which for the first time he had 
heard hon. Members refer to with such 
absolute confidence—the House of Lords. 
The principle which guided this House 
in regard to private Bills on which a 
right of appeal to the House of Lords 
had been reserved was not to allow the 
decision of the Committee to be over- 
ruled unless it could be alleged that 
the Committee had acted improperly 
and in bad faith, or that new matter had 
arisen. No such allegation had _ been 
made in this case, and the only interest 
he had, as representing the Government, 
was to see that the general rule and 
practice of Parliament was followed with 
regard to the Bill before the House. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) said he had heard with astonish- 
ment that the Attorney-General was 
speaking on behalf of the Government 
in asking the House to pass the Third 


Reading of this Bill. What they, as 
representing the City of Dublin, pro- 
tested against was the omission of the 
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Gommittee to insert a mandatory clause | 
protecting the rights of the corpora- | 
tion as regarded water and main drainage. | 
The corporation were carrying out works 
called for by the Government themselves, 
involving an expenditure of half a mil- 


Rathmines & Rathgar Ex- 


(COMMONS) 


tory 


lion of money, and yet it would remain 


possible under this Bill for the Liffey 


to be made the receptacle of all the 


sewage that could be turned into it 
from Rathmines and the new district. 
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They simply asked for common justice, 
which required the insertion of a manda- 
clause under which Rathmines 
should be compelled so to treat their 
sewage that it would not cause injury 
either to the people or to the river. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 224 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 215.) 
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Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


BANGOR (COUNTY 
AND 
(BY ORDER). 


Read a second time, and committed. 
E.) 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 


Mr. WOOD (Down, 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES-— 
Mr. John Gordon and Mr. 
Sloan. 


, O'Dowd, John 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
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O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Reckitt, Harold James 
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| Spencer Rt.Hn.C.R.( Northants 
| Sullivan, Donal 

| Taylor, Theodore C.(Radcliffe) 
| Thomas David Alfrea( Merthyr) 
| Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 


Tomkinson, James 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, John Catheart (Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W-.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wood, J mes 


Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Mooney and Mr. Field. 


mittee to insert a clause for the protec- 
tion of James M. Thomson 


or other 


the owner for the time being of the 
property known as Martello, providing 
that nothing in the Act shall empower 
the council to interfere with any right of 
access from the said property to the 
seashore, and further providing that 
nothing in the Act shall authorise the 
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counci] to erect any buildings on the 
slopes within a distance of fifty yards from 
any part of the said property, and that 
the said portion of the slopes shall not 
be used for any purposes other than a 
permanent garden cr esplanade.” Mr. 
Thomson appeared before the Com- 
mittee, but unfortunately he was not 
represented by counsel. He did not know 
of any reasonable object‘on to the adop- 
tion cf this instruction, which could do 
the promoters of the Bill no harm, and 
there were already in the Bill special 
provisions in regard to other property. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Speak up; we cannot hear a word 
you are saying. 


Mr. WOOD said that when Mr. Thom- 
son built his property he had the assur- 
ance of the ground landlord that the 
slopes would be left open and that no 
buildings would be erected upon them, 
and in view of that promise Mr. Thom- 
son erected his buildings. Now it was 
proposed under this Bill to abolish all 
those safeguards, and the council of 
Bangor would be permitted by this 
Bill to erect any building upon these 
slopes to the prejudice cf Mr, Thomson’s 
property. He begged to move the 
instruction standing in his name. 


Mction made, and Question proposed, 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee to insert a clause for the protec- 
tion of James M. Thomson cr other 
the owner for the time being of the 
property known as Martello, providing 
that nothing in the Act shall empower 
the council to interfere with any right 
of access from the said property to the 
seashore, and further providing that 
nothing in the Act shall autherise the 
council to erect any buildings on the 
slopes within a distance of fifty yards 
from any part of the said property, and 
chat the said portion of the slopes shall 
not be used for any purposes other than 
a permanent garden or esplanade.”— 


(M. Wood.) 


Me. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) 
thought it would have been better if upon 
one of the rare appearances of the hon. 
Member for East Down he had devoted 
his time and ability to a more worthy 
cause than opposing a Bill which had 

Mr. Wood 





been unanimously approved of by the 
Bangor District Urban Council. 


Mr. WOOD said it had not been ap- 
proved of by a majority of the people of 
Bangor. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said it had been 
approved of by the urban council after an 
election which had taken place upon this 
very issue. 


Mr. WOOD: It is not so. 
Mr. T. L. CORBETT said Bangor 


happened to be in his own constituency, 
and he happened to know a little more 
about it than the hon. Member. He 
repeated, without fear of contradiction, 
except from the hon. Member opposite, 
that this Bill was unanimously approved 
of by the Urban District Council of Bangor 
after an election which took place upon 
the very issues involved in this Bill. 
This was an omnibus Bill dealing with 
the water and gas supply, road widening, 
and the provision of a recreation ground 
in the prosperous and growing town of 
Bangor. It seemed to him absolutely 
absurd that the House should be asked to 
discuss one small item like this instruction, 
and he should be merely wasting the 
time of the House if he attempted to 
deal with it. This particular case had 
already been considered by a Committee 
of the House of Lords, and had the hon. 
Member wished he could have brought it 
before the Committee of the House of 
Commons by petition. He was sure that 
the House would agree with him in saying 
that for them to discuss a minute detail 
of this kind would be a pure waste of 
time. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 5.) 
said that at the risk of being charged 
with wasting the time of the House 
he would venture to say a few words 
upon this point. He hoped it would 
be noted that they had allowed the Bill 
to pass its Second Reading without a 
division. The real question was that 
a constituent of the hon. Member for 
East Down thouglit that part of this 
Bill would injure him, and as he was 
not a wealthy man he had not been able 
to have his case presented by counsel. 
He appeared before the Committee of 
the House of Lords, and they were so 
impressed by his case that they put 
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in a clause to protect his interests, but 


Bangor (County Down) 


his contention was that this clause 
did not protect his interests, and the 
hon. Member opposite wished that the 
case which was admitted by the Lords 
should go to the Committee of the House 
of Commons with the direction that this 


man’s interests should be seen to. Why 
should the hon. Member for North 
Down object to that? This man’s 


property might be ruined by something 
which this urban council might do. 
Was it to be left to him now to protect 
the rights of the landlords ? The House 
of Lords had admitted the justice of 
this man’s claim, and he desired to come 
before the Committee of the House of 
Commons. Consequercly the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Down thought an instruction 
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should be passed to this effect. Although 
this was only the case of an individual, 
he could assure the hon. Member for 
North Down that great constitutional 
questions had been fought over the 
rights of a single individual. 


Toe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) expressed the view that the 
matter had better be left entirely 
to the Committee which dealt with the 


Bill. 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 125; Noes, 
223. (Division List No. 216.) 
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O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
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Ure, Alexander 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannar } 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham. Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Wood and Mr. T. W.- 
Russell. 
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Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, Charles P. 

Allhusen, AugustusHenryEden 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, RtHn.Hugh0O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Benn, John Williams 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Black, Alexander William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bull, William James 
Buxton, SydneyCharles(Poplar 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn. Sir Joseph C. 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 
Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes RtHn. AilwynEdward 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Forster, Henry William 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Johnson 


Bangor (Coun'y Down) 
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Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray. Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Rt Hn LordG.(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Helder, Augustus 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Sir A.(Stafford,W.) | 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. | 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. | 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnH. | 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col. W. 
Keswick, William 
Lamont, Norman 
Laurie, Lieut.-General | 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
| 
| 
| 





Law, Hugh Alex.( Donegal, W.) 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, JohnGrant(Yorks.N.R | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis | 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long,Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Long. Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacIver, David (Liverpoo}) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Crae, George 

M'Iver, SirLewis( Edinburgh, W 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell,RtHnSir H.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H (Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore, JohnThrogmorton 
Milner, Rt.Hn.Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants. ) 
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Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray ©. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Peel, Hn. Wim. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Percy, Ear] 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
found, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman, Walter 

Autherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, H.C(North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.( Northants 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M’Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Turnour, Viscount 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Welby Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Tauntoa 
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Whiteley,H.(Ashton und.Lyne | Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh.N.) | Younger, William 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


ALIENS BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


Clause 1. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland) moved an Amendment to provide 
thatan immigrant should not be prevented 
from landing in the United Kingdom at 
ports where there was no immigration 
board under the Act. The object of 
this was to alter the proposals of the 
Bill with regard to those ports where the 
Home Office did not appoint an immigra- 
tion board. There would be under the 
Bill two classes of ports. One would 
have immigrant officers, and aliens would 
be able to come in subject to examination 
by those officers. There would be other 
ports where no aliens could come in at 
all. The question he now raised was 
whether the ports where there were no 
officers were to be free or closed ports. 
His objection to the proposals in the Bill 
was that those ports where there were no 
immigrant officers would be penalised as 
compared with their competitors. The 
Home Secretary had stated that he 


could not tell exactly just yet what ports , 


would have immigration officers, but he 


had indicated that at any rate the follow- 


ing were likely to be included in the list : 
London, Southampton, Newhaven, Hull, 
Grimbsy, Leith, the Tyne ports, and 
Liverpool. The result of appointing 
immigration officers at these ports would 
be that at the neighbouring ports no alien 
would be able to come in for the purpose 
of landing in this country, or for the 
purpose of transmigration. Newhaven 
would be able to carry on a trade with 
transmigrants, but Folkestone and Dover 
would not be permitted to do so. Hull 
and Grimsby would be able to carry 
on that trade, but Goole would not 
be able to do so. Leith would be 


{27 June 1905} Bill. "346 


Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) | 

Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) | Wylie, Alexander 

| Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. | 


| TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
| Mr. Thomas Corbett and Mr. 
Sloan. 


able to receive immigrants, while 
Grangemouth would not be able to do so. 
They had been told by the hon. Member 
for the Ayr Burghs that the shipping 
trade at Grangemouth did carry on a 
transmigration traffic at present. Why 
not let these be free ports, and, if any 
large number of aliens came in through 
them, it would be perfectly open to the 
Home Secretary in a month or two to 
place any port on the list and to appoint 
immigration officers. It would be im- 
possible for any transmigration traffic to 
arise in the ports not scheduled in the 
Bill, even though they should become 
the natural ports for that traffic. 
The Committee were told by the hon. 
Member for Newcastle that in a great 
many cases the ships which brought 
aliens to this country were owned by 
foreigners. Supposing that at one of 
the ports not scheduled by the Home 
Secretary a British shipowner desired 
to start this trade, they were going to: 
make it impossible for him to do so. The 
truth was that the promoters of this Bill 
cared nothing for shipping. They pro- 
fessed, through the mouth of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham, to bring in the Bill for 
the purpose af protecting the working 
classes—— 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: 
all interested in shipping. 


We are 


Mr. TREVELYAN said there were 
no sailors in Birmingham or Sheffield. 
They had heard from the Attorney- 
General that no transmigrants were to 
come in at the ports where there were no 
immigration officers. That was a very 
unwise regulation, and they would do 
far better to leave all ports open, except 
those where officers were appointed. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In pase 1, line 6, to leave out the word 
‘landed,’ and insert the words ‘ prevented 


i from laading’ — (Mr. Trevelyan) — instead 


thereof.’ 
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Question proposed, “That the word 
‘landed’ stand part of the clause.” 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
+HE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs- 
Doucias, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said he 
did not entirely disagree with the argu- 
ment of the hon. Member. He thought the 
Bill now provided very largely for what 
the hon. Member desired. If a trans- 
migrant trade tended to any port, the 
(iovernment would be ready to enable 
that port to receive the trade. What 
the hon. Member desired was that all 
ports should be open, and that we should 
have machinery in every port for dealing 
with immigrants. They could not have 
that because of the enormous expense 
which would be incurred in setting up 
machinery at every port. It would be 
far better to publish in the Gazette, or 
through an ordinary notice, at what ports 
they intended in the first instance to 
set up machinery, and then, as it was 
found necessary afterwards to increase 
the number of ports, to set up machinery 
wherever they found a tendency to a trans- 
migrant trade. There was no hardship in 
the point suggested, for the Bill was 
intended to regulate wholesale immigra- 
tion. They could not stop the individual 
alien. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): Where an 
alien is refused at a scheduled port, 
could he not come in as one of a small 
number at an unscheduled port ¢ 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that 
they were dealing with the wholesale 
immigration trade in the Bill. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham): Suppos- 
ing an alien is rejected at one of the ports, 
could not the shipping company take him 
along the coast and get him entered 
through another port ? 


Magor SEELY said it was being 
admitted that it was impossible to 
keep out the alien, and he main- 
tained that the whole of the immigration 
of the last ten years could be overtaken 
in one month by the process of “‘ infil- 
tration” recognised by the Bill. He 
would appeal to the Committee as reason- 
able men whether, apart from any 
question of Party, it had not been proved 
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that the only thing they could do was, 
under Clause 3, to expel an alien if he 
committed “any felony, or misdemean- 
our, or other offence for which the Court 
has power to impose imprisonment 
without the option of a fine.” The Bill 
was directed against bringing in aliens 
in bulk, and that meant twenty or more 
at a time. Therefore, aliens could be 
imported to the number of nineteen at 
a time. He knew that the Bill was 
introduced in good faith by the right 
hon. Gentleman, but if the importation 
of aliens could still go on by “ infiltration” 
the Bill was nothing less than a farce. 
The only way of Mealing with the alien 
problem was to follow the advice of the 
responsible authorities, and expel aliens 
who were convicted of offences. On the 
right hon. Gentleman’s own showing there 
would be ‘infiltration’? through other 
than the scheduled ports, and that alien 
immigrants could come in nineteen at 
a time. He, therefore, asked him 
whether it would not be possible to pass 
Clause 3 and drop the rest of the Bill. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (sir 
Roperr Fixtay, Inverness Burghs) 
said he , thought that the hon. 


and gallant Gentleman did not appear 
to have read the Bill, or he could 
not have made so many mistakes 
in his speech. The Home Secretary 
had said at least a dozen times that there 
was to be no schedule of ports ; and, in 
the second place, the power as to the 
number of immigrants admitted was 
vested in the Home Secretary, who could 
vary the number if he found it desirable. 
The owners of the lines of vessels which 
brought such passengers would find it 
essential in their own interests to establish 
a most effective scrutiny at the port of 
embarkation, and the whole thing would 
work without any of the difficulty which 
had been conjured up by the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said that under this Bill the bulk traffic in 
immigrants would be effectually put a stop 
to, but that was the part of the trade 
with which they did not want to meddle. 
They did not want to touch the through 
traffic, yet now the Attorney-General said 
that through-transit trade would be 
effectively checked. 
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Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that hon. 
Gentlemen ought to know that the 
transmigrant trade was not subject to the 
conditions of the Bill. 


Mr. McKENNA said what he ventured 
to propose was that the vast mass of the 
trade consisted of transmigrant aliens, 
and that the Bill really provided for 
steps being taken to harass the trans- 
migrant trade, whereas, in the individual 
trade, lunatics, and other undesirables, 
were people who did not come here in 
bulk. These were the people whom it 
was evidently not now the intention 
ot the Government to keep out of the 
country, although the Prime Minister 
had told them recently that that was the 
sole object of the Government. He asked 
the hon. Gentlemen who represented 
the East End of London to give the Com- 
mittee their views on the question. Were 
they satisfied that criminals, lunatics, and 
other undesirables were not going to be 
kept out of the country? Whatever 
the intentions of the authors of the Bill 
might be, the machinery was altogether 
so defective as to make this clause value- 
less. 


*Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.) said 
that the hon. and gallant Member 
for the Isle of Wight had declared 
that nothing could be easier than for 
an immigrant ship to pass the sche- 
duled ports and carry the immigrants 
round to a free port. His contention was 
that that would be an offence under the 
Act. It was unlikely that any ship- 
owner would run the risk of a fine of 
£100, which was provided by the Bill, 
in order to carry to a free port an immi- 
grant who was not allowed to land at a 
scheduled port. He had already said 
in the course of the discussion that the 
number of twenty was far too high ; 
but it was perfectly obvious that if it 
appeared that the law was being evaded 
and that aliens were being brought in at 
free ports nothing would be easier than 
for the Home Secretary to limit the 
number to less than twenty, and to set 
up a new schedule of ports. In both 
cases the machinery of the Bill provided 
a remedy. 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) said that the object at which 
they all aimed in supporting a Bill. 
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of this character was to keep out the un- 
desirable alien, but that object would not 
be attained unless the clause were 
amended. For example, if these immi- 
grants were not allowed to land in bulk at 
scheduled ports on the Tyne, they could 
come in at ports on the Tees, a few miles 
down the coast, in small groups of three 
or four, up to nineteen; and from these 
Tees ports they could readily reach the 
large industrial towns. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said that the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend the Member for 
Elland was roughly whether they should 
express themselves in regard to this Bill 
affirmately or negatively—whether aliens 
should not be allowed to land except at 
scheduled ports, or whether they should 
be allowed to land at any other ports. 
The Amendment raised the clear issue 
whether there should be ports in this 
country which would be known as free 
ports. The hon. Gentleman opposite 
did very little to clear up the difficulty 
under which the Committee was labour- 
ing. By the admission of the Home 
Secretary the following case might occur : 
a ship with 300 immigrants on board 
arrived at a scheduled port, 285 passed 
the various tests, and were allowed to 
land and go forward as transmigrants, 
while the fifteen who were rejected simply 
went on to another port in another ship 
in possession of the same line of steamers, 
and got in there. He submitted to the 
Home Secretary that the machinery he was 
setting up would result in the residuum 
of immigrants rejected at any one of the 
specified ports going on to other potrs 
not scheduled, and landing ther? with 
perfect impunity. This was really only 
the first of two Bills that were required. 
An Aliens Filtration Bill would have to 
follow in order to fill up the gaps with 
which this Bill did vot deal. He 
had always heard that it was a maxim 
of the legal profession which the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite adorned that when 
vou had no case vou should abuse the 
other attorney. It was on that ground, 
he supposed, that the Attorney-General 
had accused the hon, and gallant Member 
for the Isle of Wight of not having read 
the Bill. They were told that if the 
shipping companies were squeezed enougin 
they would put all sorts of illegal, or as 
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any rate irregular, pressure on aliens at 
the port of embarkation. They were 
able to tie up the Government of the 
country to prescribe the conditions under 
which these people were to come here ; 
but it was not for the House of Commons 
to say that any private companies would 
be entitled to encourage the practices 
le had referred to. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) said it seemed to him per- 
fectly obvious that any man from Ger- 
many, or Roumania, or elsewhere who 
was anxious to come to England, and 
who was rejected at one of the specified 
ports, would take the first available 
vpportunity of going to another, say in a 
cattle boat, toa port where there was no 
immigration officer. If that could be 
done, it seemed to him that the whole 
scheme of the Bill was useless, The 
Home Secretary said that the Bill 
would not interfere with the develop- 
ment of the transmigrant trade, but 
how could that argument be advanced 
by a responsible Minister when ship- 
owners were told that they must not land 
passengers except at eight specified 
ports? Take the case of Middlesborough. 
That port might be found suitable for 
the transmigration trade, but it would be 
impossible to foster that trade there 
because the Home Secretary had not set 
up machinery for it. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) said that if, as was 
curiously contended by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, the meshes of the Bill 
were too wide, it would be easy under 
the machinery created by the Bill to 
make the meshes narrow enough to catch 
the individual. Under the regulations 
of the Bill it was perfectly possible to 
specify the number of passengers which 
went to make it an immigrant ship. He 
welcomed the fact that the Government 
had not thought to go too strongly in 
their treatment of this subject. He 
thought it was far better that they should 
tuke the main lines of immigration and 
deal with them by adequate machinery. 
As one who, in the main, supported the 
Bill, he welcomed its elasticity and the 
desire of the Government to go gradually, 
As to the question of the transmigrant 
trade, it was perfectly true that that trade 

Mr. Churchiil, 
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‘was an object of great solicitude to ship- 


of the House. 


owners ; but the Government had put 
down an Amendment on the Paper 
which practically gave the Home Secre- 
tary power to take the transmigrant. 
trade out of the scope of the Bill. All 
holders of through tickets would be 
exempted by that Amendment. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) asked if 
his hon. friend suggested that there were 
no transmigrant immigrants who did not 
hold through tickets. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said that an 
immigrant who spent a few weeks in 
this country and then rebooked to the 
United States was certainly a trans- 
migrant immigrant; but, so far as the 
shipping companies were concerned, they 
were content to have the through book- 
ing traffic protected as was proposed 
by his right hon. friend’s Amendment. 
As regarded those who were not through 
booked, he admitted that there were 
difficulties under the Bill, and that it 
was quite possible that they might be 
injured, but that was a matter for 
further consideration. 


Mr. GUEST said that surely the 
result of the debate had been to show 
that the machinery devised in the Bill 
made it impossible to obtain the ends 
desired. The Bill would stop, or at any 
rate injure, the perfectly legitimate trade 
which it ought to be the object of the 
House to promote. 


And, it being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again to-morrow. 
METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCILS 


ASSOCIATION BILL. 
Order for Second Reading 
discharged. 


read, and 


Bill withdrawn. 


Adjourned at five noenutes after 
Twelve o'clock, 
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Questions. 
OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 28th June, 1905, 


HOUSE 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Hythe Corporation Bill[Lords]; Step- 
ney Borough Counce 1 (Superannuation) 
Bill [Lords]. As amended, considered ; 
. to be read the third time. 


Malvers Water Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L) 

Sir James WoobuHouse reported from 
the Committee on Group I of Private 
Bills; That the parties opposing the 
Thames Conservancy Bill had stated that 
oe evidence of Mr. Alfred Brooks, 72. 
Fenchurch Street, E.C., was ess2ntial to 
~ their case: and, it having been proved 
S that his attendance could not be procured 
< without the intervention of the House, he 
- had been instructed to move that the 
siid Mr. Alfred Brooks do attend the 
said Committee on Tuesday next, at 
* Eleven of the clock. 

Ordered, That Mr. Alfred Brooks do 
attend the Committee on Group I of 
Private Bills on Tuesday next, at Eleven 
© of the clock, 


cpr revision bu the Afomter. 


PETITIONS. 

CHURCH DISCIPLINE 

Petition of Sion College, 
‘ lie upon the Table. 


BILL. 
against ; 


isterisk (*) at the cominencement of a Sz 


to 


ain 


CHURCH ORGANISATION AND DISCI- 


PLINE BILL. 


Petition of Sion College, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 
COLONIAL MARRIAGES BILL. 
Petition of Sion College, agairst; to 


lie upoa the Table. 
TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition fro. Lewis, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table. 
VOL. CXLVIIL. 


LIQUOR 


{FourTH SERIES. | 
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‘Consular Reports, 
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| MARRIAGE WITH A DECEASED WIFE'S 
| SISTER BILL. 

Petition of Sion College, against ; 
upon the Table. 


to lie 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 23rd June, 1905, declaring that 
Alfred William Cousins, Royal Laboratory, 
was appointed without a C.vil Service 
Certificate through inadvertence on the 
part of the Head of his Department [by 


Act] to lie upon the Table. 


| RAILWAYS CONSTRUCTION FACILITIES 


ACT, 

Copy presented, of Report by the Board 
of Trade on an Application made during 
the year 1904 under the Act, and of the 
Proceedings of the Board of ‘lrade with 
respect thereto [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 213.] 


LS6-4. 


RAILWAY COMPANIES POWERS ACT, 
1s64. 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade on an Application made 
during the year 1904 under the Act, and 
of the Proc»edings of the Board of Trade 
with respect thereto [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed, 
[No. 214.] 


TRADE 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Annual Series, Nos. 
[by Command]; to lie 


REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


3426 and 3427 
upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Postal Deliveries in Townships of Mullin- 
avat, Kilmacow, and Mooncoin. 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.): To 
ack the Postmaster-Geieral whether his 
attention his been drawn to the fact 
that the morning mail from Dublin is 
not delivered in the townships of Mullin- 
avat, Kilmicow, or Mooncoin until late 
in the afternoon, whereas the train 
bearing these letters stops at all stations ; 


M 
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and whether, in view of the small extra | jesty’s Government to the Sovereign of 
cost involved, he will have let ers for the Congo State with reference to the 


these stations sorted in Dublin or en| 
route and delivered on arrival of the | 
morning mail train. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 
made inquiry on the question of estxb- 
lishing an additional service such as that 
suggested by the hon. Member, but I 
find that the cost of the existing service 
is so high that I should not be justified 
in incurring the expense necessary for 
meeting the hon. Member’s wishes in the 
matter. 


Payment for Sunday Duty on Irish 
Travelling Post Offices. 
College 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, 
Green): To ask the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral if a change is contemplated as 
regards the payment for Sunday duty on 
the Irish travelling post offices; and, if 
so, will he state the nature and scope of 
such a change. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
question is under consideration ; and due 
notice will be given to the staff should 
any change be made. 


Cheap Labour in Submarine Boat Con- 

struction. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
To ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty 
whether, having regard to the recent 
accident to a submarine vessel in His 
Majesty’s Navy and _ to a promise given 
by him on the 25th April, 1904, that 
inquiry would be made i to the cheap 


| administration of that country; and 
whether His Majesty’s Government js 


_ satisfied that adequate protection is 


I have | 


| 


labour employed in the construction of | 


these vessels, he will now state the result 
of his inquiry. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) The in- 
quiry showed that two labourers had 
been employed as improvers on work 
connected with the electric wiring of 
submarines at a rate less than that cur- 
rent for mechanics. The work done was 
inspected and found satisfactory. 


Treatment of British Subjects in the 
Congo Free State. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 


To ask the Under-Secretary of State for. 


Foreign Affairs whether any represen- 


tations have been addressed by His Ma- | 


given to British subjects in the Congo 
State, since the issue of the circular to 
the Powers. 


(Answered by Eurl Percy.) No recent 
complaints have been received in regard 
to the treatment of British subjects i in 
the Congo, and it is hoped that by the 
appointment of two British Vice-Consuls, 
to reside at Leopoldville and Stanleyville 
respectively, their interests will be under 
closer supervision than has hitherto been 
possible. 


Swine Fever. 

Me. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Bor- 
oughs): To ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture how many reports 
of suspected cases of swine fever were re- 
ceived by the Board and how many were 
confirmed by the officers of the Board, in 
the years 1904 and 1905, respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
In the twenty-five weeks ending June 
24th, 1905, 3,507 suspected cases of swine 
fever were reported, and 39) of these 
were confirmed. During the correspond- 
ing period in 1904 the reported cases 
numbered 4,398 and the confirmed cases 
702, 


Increased Postal Facilities for the North 
reland. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
what would be the extra cost, if any, of 
an evening mail service via Greenore to 
London, the Midlands, and South of 
England. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he has 
received a resolution from the Omagh 
Urban District Council praying for an 
evening mail service via Greenore to 
London, the Midlands, and South of 
England; and whether, in view of the 
fact that this arrangement will confer a 
great boon upon the towns betweea 
Derry and Dundalk, on the Great North- 
ern Railway, and can be carried out 
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without altering existing arrangements, | recent notice from the Admiralty, that, 


he will grant thi; concession. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) The 
actual additional cost of the suggested 
service cannot be stated, but the con- 
veyance of each bag would have to be 
paid for, and there would also be special 
expense for bringing the bags from 
Euston Station to the General Post 
Office, besides the cost of station service 
in respect of many of the bags to provin- 
cial towns. I have received the resolu- 
tion from the Omagh Urban District 
Council referred to in the second Ques- 
tion, but, as the hon. Member is no doubt 
aware, a considerable improvement is 
about to be carried out in the service 
from the North of Jreland to England 
by way of Larne. As regards the towns 
between Derry and Dundalk, I am now 
making inquiry as to the improvement 
which can be affected. 


Discharges of Workmen from Devonport 
Dockyard. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, in view of the undertaking 
recently given by the Admiralty that 
the rates of discharges in the Royal 
dock,ards should be limited to twenty- 
five per week, he will explain why the 
average di.charges at Devonport Yard 
for some weeks past amount to seventy 
per week, and fhat in addition ninety- 
three men received a week’s notice on 
Friday last to terminate their employ- 
ment. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) It has 
been found necessary to increase the 
average discharges on reduction at 
Devonport to seventy instead of twenty- 
five per week as originally intended, as 
otherwise sufficient work could not be 
found for economical employment. In 
addition, ninety-two men received a 
week’s notice on Friday last to terminate 
their employment, consequent on ninety- 
two apprentices coming out of their tim: 
who are entitled under contract to 
employment in the yard. 


Mr. BENN (Devonport): To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether, in 
regard to the discharges now taking 
place at Devonport, in accordance with a 





as apprentices completed their indentures, 
room was to be made for them by an 
equivalent dismissal of hired men, his 
attention has been directed to a system, 
now introduced for the first time, of 
selecting for dismissal. from gangs 
expressly formed for their fitness to 
carry out special work, experienced men of 
from thirteen to twenty-five years service, 
who, but for this new arrangement, would 
secure such continuity of employment as 
usually attaches to seniority and ability ; 
and, if so, whether he proposes to take 
any, and, if any, what action in the 
matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) In order 
to ensure that the necessary reductions 
in numbers borne are actually carried 
out, it is necessary to provide against 
automatic increases, such as the entry of 
apprentices completing their indentures. 
Under the existing dockyard regulations 
the Admiralty are under agreement with 
the apprentices that :—‘ On coming out 
of their time, and subject to their good 
behaviour, they will be entered for a 
period of two years as journeymen, and 
will not be discharged during that time.” 
This regulation is ‘not recent, as 
sugg»sted in the hon. M+mber’s Question ; 
nor would it be economical to discharge 
apprentices just when their services are 
beginning to justify the outlay on their 
training. The selection of men to be 
discharged is left to the discretiov of the 
dockyard officers. The least efficient 
men are the first to be discharged, but in 
course of time, owing to the numbers 
of discharges necessary, it 1s inevitable 
that desirable men come within the scope 
of the order, Men of the servitude 
named, however, would have earned a 
gratuity. It is not proposed to interfere 
inany way with the discretion of the dock- 
yard officers in carrying out this duty. 


Repairs to Fountains in Kensington 
Gardens. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): To ask the hon. Member for 
Chorley, as representing the First Com- 
missioner of Works, 1f he will state on 
what date the repairs to the fountains in 
Kensington Gardens, which are now 
being again undertaken, were first begun ; 
in what those repairs consisted; when 
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they are likely to be completed ; whether 
the repairs have been carried out by a 
contractor or by the Office of Works; 
what was the cost originally estimated ; 
and what is likely to be the actual cost. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Lord Balearres.) The hon. 
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Member is under some misapprehension | 
as to repairs to the fountains in Kensing- | 
ton Gardens “now being again under- 
taken.” All works were comp!eted some 
three months back. The fountains were 
started in April of this year, and have 
continued playing since. The renewal of 
the deep-well pumps, the removal of old 
boilers and the supply of new, and the 
rebuilding of the exzines commenced in 
1903. It has been necessary to deal with 
the service in sections. The works have 
been carried out by contractors, the 
original cost being estimated at £2,448 | 
and the actual cost being £2,585. 


Motor Traffic Regulations in the Royal 
Parks. 

Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness shire) : | 
To ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as | 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, whether it is proposed to extend 
the regulation, closing Hyde Park to 
motor vehicles between four and seven | 
p-m., to the other Royal Parks. | 
| 
(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) Tho | 
reply is in the negative, as there is no | 
proposal before the First Commissioner | 
to extend the regulation. | 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To | 
ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as | 
representing the First Commissioner of | 
Works, whether, instead of limiting to | 
the hours between four p.m. and seven | 
p-m. as the time during which motor cars 
are excluded from Hyde Park, he will | 
consider the advisability of excluding | 
them entirely from all public parks under 
the control of the First Commissioner of 
Works. | 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
First Commissioner is not prepared to 
adopt the suggestion of the hon. Member. 


| 
Motor-Car Drivers’ Licences. | 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of | 
the Local Government Board if he will | 
state how many licences have been issued | 


| of 


360 
to mile end female motorists respectively, 
other than professional chauffeurs. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Baljour.) The 
only information IT have to the 
number of licences granted to drivers of 
motor-cars is that contained in the 
Parliamentary Return issued last year, 
from which it appeared that up to April 
Ist, 1904, 5,152 licences had been 
granted to drivers of motor-cycles and 
35,518 to drivers of motor-cars. The 
Return, however, does not specify the 
number of licences given to male and 
female drivers respectively, or the 
number given to prosessiona's. 


as 


Moior-Car Licences and Regulations. 

Mr. WEIR: To ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether 
his attention been called to the 
regulations existing in France controlling 
the issue of licences to chauffeurs, and 
other matters relating to motor-cars; 
whether he will consider the advisability 
of placiug similar restrictions on the issue 
of licences in the United Kingdom; and 


has 


‘will he also require licence-holders to 


have their photographs on their licences, 
as abroad. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
am aware of the requirements of the 
French  motor-car regulations. The 
question of amending the present system 
of issuing licences to motor drivers is one 
ot the subjects that will be considered in 
the course of the inquiry into the 
working of the Motor-Car Acts which the 
Government propose to institute. 


Suggested Tax on Motor-Cars. 
Mr. WEIR: To ask Mr. Chancellor 
the Exchequer whether he will 
consider the expediency of placing a tax 
on motor-cars on a scale rising m 
proportion to their horse-power. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Yes, Sir. 

Fruit-Preserving Experiments in 
Drogheda and Portadown. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland wheter the indus- 
trial concerns for preserving fruit and 
vegetables, commenced some two years 
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ago by the Department of Agriculture 
in Drogheda and Portadown, have been 
closed; and, if so, why has not the 
experiment of these concerns been 
carried on for a _ longer period; 
whether he can state the expendi- 
ture and income respectively of these 
two enterpriss, detailing their respective 
expenditure for salaries, rents, wages, 
machinery, materials, and produce pur- 
chased, cost of experimental crops. 
and other expenses incurred ; and also 
of the income received, detailing the 
several classes of goods sold, and the 
average price obta’ned, and the total 
amount realised for each description, 
with the value realised for the crops pro- 
duced; and, if the machinery and imple- 
ments have been sold, setting out the 
cost of same and the amount for which 
they were sold in each case, 


(Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) have 
not yet completed my inquiries into the 
Various matters referred to in this Ques- 
tion, and will thank the hon. Member to 
postpone it until Mondiy next. 


Waveney School, Ballymena. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can say if the 
National Commissio:ers received a 
inemorial in support of an application for 
aid to Waveney School, Ballymena; and 
whether, in view of the signatures at- 
tached to the memorial signifying ap- 
proval of aid being granted to this school, 
he will request the Commissioners to 
recons der their decision in regard to this 
school. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 
Several memorials in suyport of the 
application for aid to Waveney School 
were received by the Commissioners. 
The representations were carefully con- 
sidered before the Board arrived at tie 
decision 1efusing recognition to this 
school. The case has been under con- 
sideration more than once, and the 
Commissioners see no reaso. to altar th ir 
decision, 


Decision as to Retention of Lance as 
Weapon for Lancers and Dragoons, 


CotoneL LEGGE (St. George’s, Han- 
over Square): To ask the Secretary of 
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| State for War whether it has been decided 

to ret:in the lance as part of the equip- 
ment of reg ments of Lancers, Drago. 
Guar !s, and Dragoons, ; 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The instructions laid down in 
Army Order 39 of March, 1903, with re- 
gard to the use of the lance, are still in 
,O7E@, 


Death Rate in Old Calabar Gaol. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether his attention has 
been called to the death rate in the Old 
Calabar Gaol, where there are always 
from 400 to 500 prisoners, the majority 
of whom are crowded into cells at the 
rate of twenty-six por cell, and where 
some cells contain no fewer than thirty- 
five prisoners; and whether, seeing that 
out of 200 prisoners sent from Asaba in 
the beginning of last year only five ate 
now alive, and in viewof the number 
of cases of suicides among the prisoners, 
he will say whether he proposes to take 
any, and, if so, what, steps in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Secret ivy Lytte'ton.) 
My attention has been called to a state- 
ment ina newspaper to this effect, and an 
inquiry is being made into the matter. 


Punishment of Chinese Coolies in South 
Africa. 


Sta WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne): To ask the Secretary of 
Stite for the Colonies whether he has 
any official information as to frequent 
licking into shape of the Chinese coolies 
by Chinese policemen, and as to sentences 
of from five to fifty strokes ou the culprit 
stripped and flung down on his face, one 
policem in holling his he id and another 
his feet; and, if so, will he say under 
what law and by whose authority these 
punishments are inflicted, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lytte!ton.) 
I have no such information. 


Grant of Land to the Anglo-Newfound 
land Development Company. 


Me. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he is aware that 
the Government of Newfoundland paid 
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in 1901 the sum of 850,000 dollars to re- state what action,.if any, he proposes to 
cover from Mr. R. G. Reid certain lands | take in the matter. 


which had been granted to him hy Act 
of Legislature; and that the 
Government is now proposing to grant 
to the Anglo- Newfoundland Development 
Company, Limited, a perpetually renew- 
able lease of a far larger area of land 
comprising the whole watershed of the 
Exploits River; and, if so, whether he 


| 
same | 


proposes to take any action in the 


matter. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
Newfoundland Crown Lands Act, 1903, 


d:mands a payment of five dollars per, 


square mile for the first year and of 
three dollars per square mile thereafter 
for all the lands granted under a ninety- 
nine years pulp limit lease, and that the 
perpetually renewable lease now proposed 
to be granted to the Anglo-Newfoundland 
Development Company, Limited, pro- 
vides for the payment of two dollars per 
square mile only and expressly exempts 
the lessees from any payment whatever 
for swamp and barren lands, he pro- 
poses to take any, and, if any, what, 
action in the matter. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is aware that, under 
the Bill lately passed by the Newfound- 
land Legislature to confirm a contract 
made with the Anglo-Newfoundland 
Development Company, Limited, for the 
purpose of utilising the timber resources 
of the colony in the establishment of 
pulp and paper industries, the lessees are 
granted full mineral and quarry rights 
over an area estimated at 2,100,000 acres, 
such rights not being necessary for the 


stated purposes of the contract, and | 


being subject only to a nominal charge 
of 5 per cent. on the net profits of the 
sale of precious and other metals, 
minerals, and mineral substances ; and 
that the lessees are free from the pro- 
visions of the existing law as to the verifi- 
cation and proof of accounts by holders of 
mineral licences; and whether, seeing 
that the terms of the lease are contrary 
in these and othe respects to the express 
provisions of the Crown Lands Act of 


1903, now in force in the colony, he will 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
I can only refer the hon. Members to the 
Answer which I gave on June 22ndf to 
other Questions on the subject of this 
contract. 


Cost of Transvaal Governor's and Lieu- 
tenant-Governor’s Establishments. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if his attention has been called to the 
fact that, according to the Treasury 
accounts of the Transvaal Government 
for the year ending June 50th, 1904, the 
expenses of the establishments of the 
Governor and _ Lieutenant - Governor 
amounted to a sum of £63,860, in addition 
to £30,000 set aside for buying a house 
for the Governor and £40,000 for the 
building of a house for the Lieutenant- 
Governor, and that these expenses in- 
cluded such items as £1,535 8s, 8d. for a 
dance given at the Wanderers Hall, 
Johannesburg ; and whether, having re- 
gard to the fact that the establishment 
of the late President Kruger only involved 
an annual cost of £7,700, he will call for 
greater economy in the Transvaal ad- 
ministration until the obligation of the 
£30,000,000 war contribution has been 
discharged. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
T must remind the hon. Member that His 
Majesty’s Government has elected to 
treat the new colonies as self-governing 
colonies in all matte:s in which Imperial 
interests are not directly concerned. 
The items of expenditure referred to 
clearly fall within the scope of this 
principle, and the Appropriation Ordin- 
ances which provide for them have 
been duly passed by the local Legislature. 
I may add, that [I am unable to 
follow all the hon. Member’s figures, 
and the comparison which he makes re- 
quires considerabie qualification, because 
the expenses of the Go vernor’s estab- 
lishment (part of which is borne by 
Orange River Colony funds) and of the 
Lieutenant-Governor’s cover :ome items 
like clerical assistance and cables which 
appear separately in the Estimates of the 
South African Republic: In the case of 





+ See (4) Debates, exlvii., 1350. 
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the Governor's house, the sim set aside | 


for its purchase would remove a charge 
of £1,900 per annum for rent. I feel 
sure that Lord Selborne may be relied 
upon to practise all reasonable economy 
in these matters, and I may say that 
considerable retrenchments have been 
made by the Administration within the 
last year. It must be remembered, in 
dealing with the expenditure referred to, 
that the cost of land, building, and living, 
which enormously increased during and 
after the war, still remains very high. 


Disturbances at Angelo and New Comet 
Mines. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he will give par- 
ticulars of the disturbances which took 
place on the 14th and 15th of May 
amongst the employees of the Angelo and 
New Comet Mines; what were the causes 
which produced the disturbances; and 
whether, seeing that five Chinese, four 
Kaffirs, and one Indian coolie were killed, 
what steps he prop »ses to take to prevent 
a recurrence of such incidents. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 1 
have not yet received an official account 
of these disturbances ; but I have asked 
for a Report. 


Alleged Cruelty to a Native at the Croesus 
Gold Mine, Langlaate. 


Mr. LEIF JONES: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
his attention has been drawn to a case 
tried before Mr. Van den Berg, at “A” 
Court, Johann-sburg, on 17th May, 1905, 
in which an overseer at the Croesus Gold 
Mine, Langlaate, was fined £20 for cruelty 
to a native, and in which the indictment 


alleged that, on 8th May, the accused | 


assaulted one of his native employees, 


named Jim Simali, by handeuffing him | 


to an iron staple attached to a wooden 
plank made fast to the floor, keeping 
him in that position for four days with- 
out food or drink ; whether he will take 
steps to have the man convicted of this 
crime removed from his post as ov. rseer ; 
and whetiaer he will devise some grsater 
safeguards than at present exist to pre- 
vent the occurrence of similar incidents 
in future. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Ly’ elton.) 1 
an as.ing the Governor for a report on 
this case, and for his observations as to 
the steps which the Government may be 
able to take, not merely to punish such 
offences but to prevent their occurrence. 
In the newspaper account of the trial 
which I have seen the accused is referred 
to as “acontractor,’ and not as “an 
| overseer,” and the magistrate found as a 
fact that the native had not been kept 
without food and drink. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


South African War Stores Inquiry— 
Officers Relieved from Duty. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War how many of the officers criticised 
in the Butler Report have been relieved 
from duty, and when were they thus 
relieved ; and whether their salaries are 
to be fully paid while they are suspended 
from the discharge of the duties appertain- 
ing to their offices. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ArnoLp-Forsrer, Belfast, W.) 
Five Army Service Corps officers were 
relieved from duty on May 26th, and 
three Army Pay Department officers on 
June 9th. They are still drawing pay. 


South African War Stores Inquiry— 
Alleged Destruction of Official Docu- 
ments. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War when 
did it come to his knowledge that accord- 
ing to the statement in the Butler Com- 
mittee important documents bearing on 
the South African contracts and refunds 
had been lost or destroyed; when did he 
| take steps and give orders that all docu- 
ments connected with the inquiry both 
at home or in South Africa should be im- 
pounded; what are the steps he has 
taken for the impounding of these docu- 
ments ; and what assurance, if any, can 
he give the House of Commons that those 

steps will b» effective, 


In view 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 


of the further inquiry necessitated by the 
| Report of Sir William Butler’s Committee, 
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the Army Council decided to impound all 
docurents connected therewith. A tele- 
gram io this effect was accordingly des- 
patched on June 19th to the General 
Officer Commanding, South Africa, to 
take the necessary measures, Corre- 
sponding action was also taken in regard 
to the documents in the War Office. 


Questions. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: The right 
hon. Gentleman has not told me exactly 
how those dociments were impounded. 
In whose hands were they kept ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I am re- 


sponsible for taking care of them, 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
When did the War Office get the Report L 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 
say off-hand. 


{ cannot 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Was it not 
on April 13th ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, the 
hon. Gentleman is quite mistaken. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: What was 
the date, Sir. 


Mr. SPEAKER: 


must give notice. 


The hon. Member 


Officers and Libel Actions. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: TI beg toask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
it is in accordance with the rules and 
practice of the service for an officer who 
is still serving in the Army to bring a 
civil action with reference to any matter 
in relation to his conduct in the discharge 
of his duties until he has obtained the 
sanction of the War Office authorities in 
taking this step; whether the actions 
recently brought against The Times news- 
paper and the Davy News by Colonel 
Morgan, in which he obtained verdicts 
with damages against those papers, were 
brought at the instigation of the War 
Office; whether the consent of the War 
Office was previously obtained by Colonel 
Morgan for instructing his solicitors to 
bring an ; ction for libel against the Daily 
News for 1's article in the is-ue of 16th 
June commenting on the Butler Rey ort, 
and was this step taken at the instiga- 
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tion of:the War Office; and, if so, will he 
explain the circumstances in which the 
War Office gave consent to the bringing 
of this action or instigated that pro- 
ceeding. 


Questions. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is 
no rule against officers taking legal action 
to defend their private characters when 
aspersed. Colonel Morgan informed the 
War Office of the action he had taken in 
reference to the articles in The Times 
and Daily News. He was not in any 
way instigated by the War Office to take 
such action. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL pressed for 
an Answer to the last part of his Question, 


*Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER : 
neither received nor required 
sanction of the War Office. 


He 
the 


Colonel Morgan’s Action. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Ibeg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether it is 
in accordance with the rules and practice 
of the service for an officer still serving 
in the Army to instruct his solicitors, as 
Colonel Morgan has done, to write to the 
Secretary of State for War letters with 
reference to the publication and the 
merits of a Departmental Report reflect- 
ing on his conduct ; had Colonel Morgan, 
before taking this step, the sanction of 
the War Office authorities; and, if so, 
under what circumstances was that 
sanction given; whether, having regard 
to the fact that the letter, dated June 
19th, from Colonel Morgan’s solicitors to 
the right hon. Gentleman, commenting 
on the But!er Report, has been published 
in the Press with his consent, why has 
his consent, solicited by Colonel Morgan 
in that letter, to send the complete corre- 
spondence to the Press, containing a letter 
from Colonel Morgan’s solicitors on May 
31st, protesting against the publication 
of the Butler Report, been withheld ; 
and whether he will now publish, or 
consent to the publication of, the com- 
plete correspondence between himself 
and Colinel Morgan’s solicitors on the 
subject. 

Mr. 


ARNOLD-FORSTER : Colonel 


Morgan has been permitted, since the 
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commencement of his civil actions for 
libel, to communicate with the War 
Office through the melium of his solici- 
tors. Permission was granted to Colonel 
Morgan’s solicitors to publish the letter 
of June 1‘ith in the Press, The corre- 
spondence on this special feature of the 
case consisted of the above-quoted letter 
and our reply thereio. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : In the letter 
which the Secretary of State allowed to 
be published there was a distinct refer- 
ence to a letter written by Colonel 
Morgan’s solicitors on May 31st, protest- 
ing agalast the publication of the Report. 
Will the right hon. Gentleman lay that 
letter on the Table or allow it to be pub- 
lished ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I have no 
power to prevent its publication. 


Natal Field Force Canteen Balance. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is now prepared to lay 
a detailed statement of account re- 
specting the £470,900 balance, stated by 
Lieutenant-Colone! Morgan in his 
evidence before the Royal Commission 
on the South African War to be stand- 
ing to the credit of the Natal Field Force 
canteens when that officer left South 
Africa; and whether he will cause an in- 
quiry to be made into the present work- 
ing of the South African garrison 
institute system which grew out of the 
field force canteen sysicm. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The field 
force canteens accounts will come 
within the purview of the Royal Com- 
mission. A report on the working of 
the South African garrison institutes 1s 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The reply 


is in the nezative. 


Questions. 


The Destruction of Rations in South 
Africa. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury what steps he 
propos:s to take to investigate the circum- 
stances attending the condemnation and 
destruction of £295,823 worth of emer- 


‘gency and other rations supplied for the 


| tractor 


due from South Africa in July, and until | 


I have seen it I cannot say what steps 
will be taken in regard (o it. 


General Lyttelton. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 


whether any communications, verbal or | 


written, have passed between General 
Sir Neville Lyttelton and the War Office 
with reference to retiring from his present 
position or being transferred to another 
post. 


use of the troops in South Africa, as de- 
scribed in the Report of the Comptroller 
and Auditor-General [Command 45] 
issued oa March 10th, 1905. 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): The Royal 
Commission will have power to deal with 
this question if at any stage of their 
proceedings they think it would throw 
light on the particular subject they have 
been asked to investigate. 


Str A. HAYTER (Walsall) asked 
whether the case mentioned by the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell would 
come within the purview of the Royal 
Commission, since it was a case of a con- 
supplying rations condemned 
after the war. If so, it might be unfair 
to the contractor to be called upon to 
appear before the Public Accounts Com- 
mittee if he was afterwards to appear 
before the Royal Commission. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: It would be 
very improper for me to dictate to the 
Commission what will or will not be 
relevant to the inquiry with which they 
have been charged ; but speaking merely 
from my own impressions I should con- 
jeccure that this subject would probably 
not come under their survey, and it 
would be quite proper for the Public 
Accounts Committee to examine into it. 
But that is merely a personal view taken 
with imperfect knowledge. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is it to be understood that the terms of 
reference will cover not only the sale of 
stores but their destruction ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot add 
to what I have said. The reference is, 
and was intended to be, a wide one, and 





o7k Questions. {COMMONS} Questions. 372 


a1 


I think it is unive:sally recognised as | or otherwise ta the gentlemen whom he 
such, but exactly how the Commissioners | intends to recommend to the Crown for 
will interpret t it ‘s not for me to judge, | appointment as members of this Com- 
for it has passed out of my hands. 1 | mission ; and whether he will give an 
did my best to frame the reference on | undertaking that he will not propose 
broad lines, but it would not be right to| any gentleman to serve on that Com- 
offer an authoritative interpretation of | mission whe has been the recipient of 
it now the Commissioners are at their) hon urs, or has been or is the holder of 
work. /any office of place or profit under the 
|Crown on the recommendation of any 
Dr. MACNAMARA asked whether, if member of the present Cabinet, or who 
the Commission held that the subject | has been or is a Government contractor, or 
was not within their reference, the | a director ofa company having contracts 
Government would engage that there) with Government Departmenis, or a 
should be an inquiry into the circum- | director of any public company of whicha 
stances of the destruction of the stores. | member of the present Administration 
/is also a director. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir; the | 
machinery is already provided in the | Me. A. J. BALFOUR: This Question 
Public Accounts Committee. [was put down before the Coimission 
/was announced. I imagine the hon. 
Debate on War Office Administration. | Member does not now need an Answer 
Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the | to it. 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, | 
having regard to the fact that the Royal, Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: No, but it 
Commission appointed to investigite | is a record of my idea. 
the Report of the Butler Committee 
will be confined to a consideration of Military Mancuvres in Ireland. 
the circumstances connected with) Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) : 
contracts, sales, and refunds te con-| I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
tractors in South Africa, he will give the | War whether militiry manceuvres on a 
House an opportunity of discussing the large scale are to take place in Ireland in 
other matters of War Office administra- | 1906, and whether any port:on of the cost 
tion dealt with in the Reports of the of these mancuvres will be borne by 
Public Accounts Committee, 1904, and | Ireland, and what its probable amount; 
of the Comptreller and Auditor-General, and whether, in view of the reports of 
1905. | experts on oo military manceuvres 
, ‘eis , 'in England and the expenditure of time 
Mr. Be J. BALFOUR: The Oppor- | and cs e involved, “8. will consider the 
tunity which I have engaged to give the | desirability of abandoning the proposed 
House on the Estimates for the discussion manceuvres in Ireland next year. 
of the Report of the Public Accounts 
Committee will, I hope, meet the views) Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The ques- 
of the hon, Gentleman. tion of what Army manceuvres will be held 
in 1906 has not yet been considered. 


The Royal Commission. | 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask | General Elles. 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether,| Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
having regar1 to the fact that the | Secretary of State for India whether 
members of the proposed Royal Com-!| any communication has reached the 
mission of inquiry into the circumstances | India Office on the subject of the 
of the Government eontracts and refunds | Tesignation, iransfer, or recall of General 
in South Africa will be appointed by Sir E. R. Elles: 
Vy y a dywyirea “ni <1 ee | 

the Crown on his advice or responsibility | ‘Te SECRETARY or STATE 
and that the proposed inquiry concerns CURA ii. Marnce. Reder. tel 
not merely the incriminated officers but | ¢- A Se: RE, SORRY, See 


the Cab:net in its collective « capacity, the | ford): I have really nothing to add to 


House of Commons will be given an | the Answer I gave yesterday}. I have had 


opportunity of expressing its confidence | + Sze page 253. 


FOR 
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no communication on the subject except 
the despatch which was published to the 
House, in which Sir E. Elles stated that 
he had but a few months to serve, but if 
any changes were contemplated in his 
department he would desire to offer his 
resignation. Those changes are contem- 
plited, and, that being so, he will probably 
desire to offer his resignation. In that 
case care will be taken that he will not be 
the loser by any changes. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : It is stated in the 
newspapers that General Elles has stated 
that he has resigned, and that he under- 
stands that his resignation has been 
accepted. Has he resigned, and does the 
Secretary for India understand that he 
has resigned, and that his resignation has 
been accepted 2 


Me. BRODRICK: I cannot answer 


more clearly than I have already done. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Youcan say “ Yes” 


or “ No.” 


Mr. BRODRICK: He has ind cated 
his intention of resigning if eortain 


changes were made. Since then I have 
received no communication from General 
Elles, but it has been intimated to the 
Governme:t of India that certain changes 
will be made which will, n>» doubt, 
involve General Elles’s resignation, 


Mr. MACVEAGH: How many com- 
munications have been 
Lord Kitchener on this matter / 


{No Answer was returned.} 
Lord Curzon. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


India whether, having regard to the. 


various conflicting reports in the public 
Press on the subject, he will state: (1) 
whether at any time since his recent 
visit*to this country the Viceroy of 


India has intimated his intention of re- | 


signing office in the event_of the powers 
of the Commander-in-Chief in India being 
largely increased : (2) whether any com- 
munication expressing disapproval of 
the decision of the Government in this 
matter has been received from Lord 
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374 
Curzon, and is he in a position t) 
give a denial to the reports that the 
Viceroy’s resignation is impending. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The House is 
aware from the despatches which have 
been published that a difference of 
opinion has arisen between the Com- 
mander-in-Chief in India and _ the 
Governor-General in Council as to the 
administration of the Army in India. I 
hive nothing to add to what has been 
published except to say in reply to the 
second Question that since the receipt of 
the recent despatch conveying the 
decision of His Majesty’s Government on 
the question at issue between the au- 
thorities in ndia, a communication has 
been received from the Viceroy su zgesting 
certain modifications in the proposed 
| arrangements, which are now under the 
consideration of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. The Viceroy has not tendered 
his resignation. 


Mr. DALZIEL: With regird to the 
suggested modifications, may 1 ask if 
Lord Curzon has intimated that in the 
event of his view not being adopted 
he will tender his resignation ? 


Mr. BRODRICK made no reply, 


Mr. DALZIEL: 


take it that is so ? 


I presume I may 


Mr. BRODRICK shook his head. 


Venezuela. 

Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel): I bez to‘ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Government of 
; Venezuela has alresdy paid into the 
| Bank of England the amounts of money 
due to the British Government and the 
Governments of Germany and Italy under 
the award of the Tribunal of Arbitra- 
tion according to the Agre>ment of 
February 15th, 1903; if so, what are the 
partial totals of each payment made by 
the said Government of Venezuela 


towards the fulfilment of &s obligations 
according to the settlement with ach of 
the above stated Governments; and on 
what dates were the said partial pay- 
| ments made. 
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Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or! Chancellor. I am _ informed by the 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFATRS officials of the Incorporated Law Society 
(Eerl Percy, Kensington, §.): It that, during the fifteen years ended May 


was provided by Article V. of the 
Protocol of 13th February, 1963, that 
“perding the decision of The Hague 
Tribunal” as to the question of priority 
the receipts of the Customs of the Ports 
of La Gu: yra and Puerto Cabello shoutd 
be paid over to the representative of 
the Bank of England at Caracas. From 
April Ist of that year, therefore, down 


dist, 1905, there were sixty-one such 
cases, and that the total amount of tiust 
funds misappropriated was approximately 
£182,110. 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: May I 
ask whether cases of solicitors being 
struck off the rolls are not reported te 
the Lord Chancellor ? 


to the date of the Hague Award (Feb- | 


ruary 22nd, 1904) the monthly instal- 


ments were duly Icdged in the Bank of 
England, .nd these at the latter date 
amounted to upwards of £178,500, This 
sum was then distributed between Great 
Britain, Germany, and Italy in_pro- 
portion to the aggregate of the Awards 
obtained by each Power from . the 
Claims Commissions up to that date, 
viz: — approximately, Great Britain 
£104,500, Germany £25,000, Italy 
£50,600. The Customs receipts after 
that time were retained at Caracas and 
were in the first instance distributed 
there by the Legations of the three Powers 
on the same principle. When, however, 
the Awards of the British, German, and 
Italian mixed Commiss'ons had been 
completed a fixed ratio was established 
and the monthly instalments are now 
handed over by Venezuela directly to the 
representatives of the three Powers at 
Caracas. The amount of Customs re- 
ceipts down to April last paid by 
Venezuela to His Majesty’s Government 
is £224,569, or somewhat over 60 per cent. 
of the British claims, which, to that 
extent, have now been paid or are in 
process of payment. 


Misappropriation of Trust Funds. 


F Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | 
Central): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney- 


General if he can inform the House how 
many cases of misappropriation of trust 
funds have been reported to the Lord 
Chancellor by the Incorporated Law 
Society in the fifteen years ending May 
31st, 1905; and what sum of money was 
lost to the beneficiaries by the misfeasance 
of the delinquents in question. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Finiay, Inverness Burghs) : 


These cases are not reported to the Lord 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY: If any 
solicitor is dealt with by the High Court 
on the application of the Incorporated 
Law Society he is reported to the Lord 
Chancellor. During the last three years 
there have been fifty-six such cases. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: In how many 
of these cases were members of the In- 
corporated Law Society implicated ? 


Str ROBERT FINLAY was under- 
stood to say he did not know. 


Motors in Hyde Park. 
Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest): [ beg to ask the hon. 
’Member for Chorley, as representing the 
First Comm’'ssioner of Works, whether 
some road in Hyde Park canbe set apart 
for motor cars and bicyeles where they 
would be free from the dangers and 
smells arising fiom horse traffic, as in 
Paris and Berlin. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): The First Commisst: ner regrets 
that he is unable to adopt this suggestion. 


Complaints against Motor-Cars in Hyde 
Park. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: I beg to 
|ask the hon. Member for Chorley, a: 
|representing the First Commissioner oi 
| Works, whether any complaints have 
| been received from the public as to moto:- 
cars in Hyde Park; and, if so, the nature 
of the complaints. 


Lorp BALCARRES: The reply to 
the first paragraph is in the affirmative : 
noise, speed, smell, smoke, and dust ave 
complained of. 


| 
{ 
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Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnst iple): 
Cannot the noble Lord also add danger @ 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 
Is it not the fact that there is no smell 
or disagreeableness from electric cars 4 


Lorp BALCARRES: Perhaps no 
smell; but there may be objections of 
another sort. 


The New Motor-Car Regulation for Hyde 
Park. 
Me. SCOLT-MONTAGU: On behalf 


of the hon. Member for Coventry, I beg 
to ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
tepresenting the First Commissioner of 
Works, whether, in view of the fact that 
the sudden curtailment of ordiniry 
rights of locomotion hitherto enjoyed 
by owners of electric and other mechani- 
cally-propelled carriages in the parks 
must involve serious consequences to 
those interested in the minufacture and 
sale of such carriages, he will take steps 
to cancel the order recently issued pro- 
hibiting the circulation of such earriages 
in Hyde Park between four and seven. 


Lorp BALCARRES: The First GCom- 
missioner regrets that he is unable to 
cancel the regulation referred to. 


Suggested Modification of the New 
Motor-Car Regulation in Hyde Park. 
Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 

District): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for Chorley, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, whether, seeing 
that the roid within Hyde Park from 
Hyde Park Corner to the Marble Arch is 
wider than the rest of the roadways in 
Hyde Park, he will réeommend that 
motor-cars, not used for purpos?s of 
trade, may be allowed within the now 
prohibited hours in the afternoon to 
proceed along the road in the Park from 
Hyde Park Coiner to the Marble Arch, 
and vice versa. 


Lorp BALCARRES: The First Com- 
missioner regrets that he is unaple to 
mike the alteration suggested. 


Electrical Landaulettes in Hyde Park. 

Carpratn NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the hon. Member for Chorley, 
as representing the First Commissioner 


{28 June 1905; 


Questions. 378 


of Works, if he can state upon what 
grounds electrical landaulettes are ex- 
cluded from Hyde Park between the 
hours of fourand seven p.m., sseing that 
they emit no offensive odours and are 
limited by their construction. te 2 slow 


speed. 


Lorp BALCARRES: They are ex- 
cluded in the interests of the public who 
do not use motor-cars. 


Amalgamation of Offices of Crown Solici- 
tor for County Antrim and Sessional 
Crown Solicitor for Belfast. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether he can state if any econom ; has 
been effected by the amalyamation of 
the offices of Crown Solicitor for county 
Avtrim and Sessional Crown Solicitor 
for the city of Belfast; and, if so, what 
is the amount saved by the new arrange 
ment. 


Tat ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): A saving of £5) a year in salaries 
has been effected. 


Me. JOSEPH DELVIN: To what fund 
is it paid ? 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is it carried to the 
Development Fund ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir. 


Irish Language in Irish Schools. 

Mr. THOMAS O?DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the lLord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether an inspector of national schools, 
named Connolly, is acting on the instruc- 
tions of the Board of Education in 
endeavouring to discourage teachers 
from giving instruction to their pupils 
in [rish in places where the managers 
and the parents wish the language to be 
taught to the children. 


Tar CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lona, Bristol, 


'$.): Mr. Connolly, Senior Inspector of 


National Schools, has received no instruc- 
tions to discourage teachers from giving 
instruction to their pupils in Irish, and 
he denies that he is doing so. 
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Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: If I! The modified instructions have since 
send him the statements of teachers) been acted upon. 
will the right hon. Gentleman inquire | 
further 2 | Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I have 
not seen the circular, but is it a fact 
Mr. WALTER LONG: I will con-| that children up to the fourth standard 
sider any statements sent me. _are prevented from learning Irish ¢ 


Mrz. WALTER LONG: I must ask 


School Examinations in Irish. ; 
fcr notice of that. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: I beg 
= oe yg — = tue Lord- | @irls’ Schools in Ireland and Rule 127 (b). 
ieutenant of Ireland whether arrance- z ; 
sing en Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): I beg to 
ments have been made whereby national ggg ’ 5 
: : . cs aepraes ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
schools, in Irish-speaking parts of Ireland, |)’. 

: pee 8 gata Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
adopting the bilingual education system | nai iar iit edauaieiniid iia uated 
will be inspected by inspectors competent |; aa ms Ireland sea en seilgtouemone 
to examine the children in Irish, or Nt ee cre ay says bp 
whether such schools will continue to be | again as fe HM en af a ar dle 
inspected by the local inspectors, irre- of N chao » Seine = “a 

: va é é a x 2 FE MCSE vie- 
spective of whether they are qualified to ee ee 


See ee room and single-teacher female sc $ 
conduct the examination in both lan- _ and sing h — Schoo! 
as suitable in the sense of Rule 127 (b). 
guages or not. 


| Mr. WALTER LONG: The number 
Mr. WALTERLONG: Arrangements) of girls’ schools which have only one 
have been made for the inspection, by room cannot be stated without inquiry, 
competent inspectors, of all schools in| which would take a considera)le time. 
which the bilingual programme is There are 1,212 girls’ schools which 
adopted. have only one teacher, and it may be 
assumed that most of these schools have 
Instructions to Irish School Inspectors. but one room. Whether such schools 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg are suitable in the sense of Rule 127 (b) 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | depends not only upon the sufficiency 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can | of the accommodation, but also upon 
state whether the instructions issued by the capacity and religious persvasion 
the Board of National Education in or Of the teacher, and her efficiency as 
about February, 1904, to their inspectors, | Tegards the teaching of infants. 
which formed the subject of a debate in ae 
this House on March Mth, 1904, resulting | Tobacco Growing in Ireland. 
in the defeat of the Government, have) Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that only one 
| person was authorised by the Beard of 
Mr. WALTER LONG: ‘The instruc: | Inland Revenue to grow tobacco in Ire- 
tions dated January (not February), | land last year and obtain the rebate of 
1904, were considered ambiguous in some | — pound - Pg — ag that 
respects, and the Board of National | ° sod atone eg aa Pion bee ted 
Education lad agreed, prior oo ee oF OTR Ce Dee 
“A - «4. | been refused a rebate; and if he will 
March 4th, to remove the ambiguities | Beare rel : 
oie iene ol & diye al consider the desirability of recommending 
instructions. The form of the new the _— of — cine, “oe 
circular was in fact outlined by my right eee Nr ne: aE, 
hon. friend the Member for Dover in 2 a ee ee 
replying to a Question put to him by | mages rar page oaes Lis — f 
the Lon. Member on March 8th,t 1904.) OMY Suowe 9 a a 
growers selected by, and worxing under 


+ See (4) Debates, exxxi., 460. | the supervision of, the Department of 


ever been withdrawn, or whether, in 
whole or in part, they have since been 
put in operation. 
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Agriculture and Technical Instruction. 
The Department’s Advisory Committee | 
on Tobacco recommended that the experi- | 
ment in 1904 should be confined to one | 
centre, viz., Navan, and that at least | 
twenty acres should be grown there. 
Others in the district having declined to 
offer land for the purpose, C>lonel 
Everard undertook to plant the entire 
twenty acres, and consequently he was 
the only approved grower entitled to the 
rebate. ‘The Answer to the concluding 
inquiry is in the negative. 





Cost of Building and Equipment for Irish | 
Tobacco-Growing Experiments. | 
Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM: [| 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland if 
he will state the total amount ex- 
pended by the Board of Agriculture | 
and Technical Instruction on the erection 
of a barn and heating apparatus for | 
drying tobacco leaf on the estate of | 
Colonel Everard; and whether the 
building and plant will become the | 
property of this gentleman at the end ai 
the experiments, 








Mr. WALTER LONG: The sae 
expended was £1,725. The building and | 
equipment remain the pvoperty of the | 
Department, and will be dispos: «ld of by | 
them on the completion of the experi- | 
ments. 


Belfast Riot Charges. | 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, | 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that on June Sth six young 





men, viz. :—Messrs. Greer, Currie, Cleland, 
Engleson, Ferguson, and Brown, were 


apprehended by the police in Belfast ; 
and will he state whether these men were 
subsequently charged ; and if so, what 
was the nature of the complaint, with the 
result in each Case. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The six persons 
named were arrested by the po'ice and 
charged with riotous behaviour. Hach 
was fined 40s. and costs, and in addit'oa 
all save Evzleson were required to find 
sureties to keep the peace. The fines 
were paid and the necessary recognisances 
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New Recorder of Dublin. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
| Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether it is intended to appoint as 
Recorder of Dublin a barrister sharing 
the religious and political opinions of the 
majority of the people of Dublin. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Mr. T. L. 
O’Shaughnessy, K.C., has been appointed 
as Recorder of Dublin. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: Are his political 

in accord with 
those of the majority of the people of 
Dublin ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have no 


; knowledge whatever. 


Mr. MACVEAGIL: Will you appoint 
a Royal Commissission w ith statutory 
powers to ascertain ? 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Was the 
Ulster Unionist Party consulted before 
the appointment was made ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Cusack Estate, Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
| Lora. Lieutenant of Ireland will he ex- 
| pliin the cause of delay in inspecting the 
Cusack (county Longford) Estate, a 
request for the purchase of which by the 
Estates Commissioners was issued on 
June 18th, 1904; and will he urge the 
| Commissioners to now proceed with the 
}acquirement snd sub-division of this 
property. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am informed 
that the necessary documents are now in 
the hands of the in; spector for the pur- 
pose of inquiry and inspection of the es- 
tate. 


Longford Voters, —/. and Valuation 
ists. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of lreland whether he has 
received a copy of a resolution passed by 
the Longtord Connty Council at their 
statutory meeting in favour of triennial 


I beg to ask 
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revision of voters, jurors, and valuation 
lists, or in the alternative the paying of 


Questions. 


the costs of preparing these | sts out of | 


Government funds; and whether it is 
proposed to take any action in this 
matter. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The suggestion 
conveyed by the resolution would in- 
volve Amendments in several Acts of 
Perliament and an alteration of the 
whole system of revision; and would 
apparently impo.e unfair burdens on the 
taxpayer, It is not proposed to take 
action in the matter. 


Dean Galbraith’s Estate, County Tyrone. 

Mr. J.P. FARRELL: 1 beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Dean Galbraith, of county Tyrone, 
has now made an offer to his tenants in 
county Longford to sell this cstate to 
them; and whether, seeing that most of 
the property is mountain and bog, 
tenanted by tenants under £4 valuation, 
and that this property comes within the 
definition of a congested estate, he will 
direct the attention cf the Estates Com- 
missioners to the landlord’s offer, with a 
view to the opening of negotiations be- 
tween that body and the landlord. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No proceed- 
ings as to this estate have taken place 
before the Commissioners, but if the es- 
tate should come before them the matter 
referred to in the Question will receive 
their attention. 


Flax Cultivation in Ulster. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: TI beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Licuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he will state the 
acreage under flax in Ulster at the time 
of the establishment of the Board of 
Agriculture in Ireland and the acreage 
now; and whether he will consider the 
question of issuinga special Report on the 
subject. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart- 
ment was established in 1900. The area 
under flax in Ulster in 1899 was 34,596 
acrcs, and in 1904, 44.027 acres. Articles 
on the flax-growing industry, and on the 
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results of the Department’s annual ex- 
perimeits, have appeared from time to 
time in the Department’s Journal, and 
have also been largely distributed in. leaf- 
let form. Tam considering the question 
of the necessity of issuing a special 
Report. 


Questions. 


Norway and Sweden—Great Britain's 
Treaty Obligations. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
have His Majcsty’s Government con- 
sidered the effect of the proposed dis- 
solution of the union between Sweden 
and Norway upon the obligations 
undertaken by Great Britain in Article 
2 of the Treaty of November 17th, 
1855, guaranteeing the terr'tories of the 
King of Sweden and Norway, and 
undertaking in certain eventualities to 
furnish naval ind military forces in 
defence of those territories; and will 
these obligations be in any Way im- 
paired, so far as Great Britain is con- 
cerned, by the dissolution of the union 
between Sweden and Norway, 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Undoubtedly, 
Sir, should a separation take place be- 
tween the two kingdoms forming the 
Scandinavian Peninsula the treaty to 
which the hon. Member refers will re- 
quire reconsideration. 


Scottish Education Bill. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury on what day Committee of the 
Scotch Education Bill will be taken. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot fix a 
day for this. In my opinion the Scot- 
tish Churches Bill is of more pressing 
importance and should have precedence. 


Churches (Scotland) Bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, F.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the 'Trea- 
sury when he proposes to tak» the 
Sceond Reading of the Churches (Scot- 
land) Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to take 
it on an early day. I am anxious to 
get on with it. 
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535 Motor-Car Act 


NEW MEMBER SWORN, 


Augustine Roche, esquire, 


for the 
Borough of Cork. : 


NEW BILL. 


WAR STORES (COMMISSION) BLLL. 

“To facilitate the proceedings of the 
Commissioners appointed to hold an 
investigation respecting War Stores in 
South Africa,” presented by Mr. Attorney- 
General; supported by Mr.  Solicitor- 
General; to be read a second time to- 
morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 257.] 


MOTOR-CAR ACT (1903) AMENDMENT. 


*Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
in introducing a Bill to amend the Motor- 
Car Act of 1903, said he introduced this 
Bill under the ten minutes rule because, 
although it was a short and simple Bill, 
it was still, he ventured to think, one of | 
considerable importance. It was intro- | 
duced because of the debate which took 
place in the House a week or two ago. 
In that debate there was one very striking | 
feature, namely, that all speakers, what- | 
ever view they took on other matt>rs, 
were unanimous on one point. Jt was that 
something should be done with regard to 
“road hogs.” What wasa “ road hog?” 
These ‘‘ road hogs” he ventured to think 
were defined by the first clause of the 
Motor-Car Act, which prescribed certain 
penalties for a man who recklessly, negli- 
gently, or dangerously drove a motor- 
car. Experience had proved fines were 
no deterrent to these gentlemen. They 
paid them and cared nothing more about 
it, hence he desired to alter the law in 
one particular only. Under Clause 1 of 
the Motor Act, 1903, which enacted the 
penalties for dangerous and_ reckless 
driving, on conviction for a first offence 
a magistrate had power to impose a 
penalty of £20, and on conviction of 
a second offence a penalty of £50 or 
three months imprisonment. He pro- 
posed to alter the law with refer- 
ence to the first offence, and he pro- 
posed to give the magistrates power to 
inflict a fine of £20 or imprisonment for 
one month. This Bill had nothing what- 
ever to do with the question of speed 
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|of the magistrates. 
law, he provided that it should come 
| into force on September Ist, and it would 


(1903) Amendment. 385 


limit. He left that entirely as it was at 
| present, so neither the Prime Minister nor 
|the Attorney-Generil nor the Secretary 
‘of the Boird of Education need b> 
alarmed. He was quite sure if the Bill 
were adopted it would prove effective, 
because experience had shown that 
although these men did not mind run- 
ning the risk of a fine they would think a 
longtime before they risked imprisonment 
He had endeavoured to be scrupulously 
fair in the Bill, and he had introduced a 
clause giving the same power of appeal 
in case of a savage sentence as was 
given under the Motor-Car Act. He 
did not, however, think they need fear 
that magistrates would act in a savage 
manner. In the debate the other day 
no complaint had been made with regard 
to the magistrat>s, and he had a letter 
‘in his pocket at that moment complain- 
ing not of the severity but of the leniency 
If the Bill became 


continue as long as the Motor-Car Act 
of 1903. It was in no sense an anti- 
motor Bill, because it was backed 
by no loss thin six Geatlemen who owned 
motors and took a keen interest in motor- 
ing. He appealed to the Government to 
| assist in securing the passag. of the Bill, 
| expressing the hope that they would not 
| shelt +r themselves behind the Committee 
to be appointed, a Committee which 
nobody wanted and which many thought 
was only being set up for the purpose of 
delay, and stating that if nothing were 
done now things would have toremainas 
they were till 1907, and the terrible 
accidents of which they read would con- 
tinue to occur. He hoped also the Bill 
would not be blocked by any private 
Members, and he declared that if it were, 
on those hon. Members’ shoulders would 
largely rest the responsibility for the 
accidents, loss of lives, and public anxiety, 
which were now prevalent throughout 
the country. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to amend The Motor-Car Act, 1903.” 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
New Forest) had nothing really to say 
against the propositions advanced by the 
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hon. Member for Barnstaple. 
time it must not be forgotten that there 
prejudice against 
motor-cars in many districts, and it would 
be dangerous to put these stringent 
powers in the hands of some magistrates 
who, like Canon Greenwell, of Durham, 
were so prejud'ced against cars. 
«x'sting powers were very strong; not 
only could a fine of £10 be inflicted for 
a first offence, but the licence could be 
suspended. He thought the House would 
result of the 
inquiry promised by the Loc>l Govern- 
While he and his hon. 


was undeniably a 


do well to await the 


ment Board. 
fiiends were prepared to 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noe! 
Allen, Charles P. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

3agot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Benn, John Williams 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 
Buxton,SydneyCharles (Poplar 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Chapman, Edward 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Claney, John Joseph 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 





Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Mr. Scott-Montagu. 
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consider the | 


AYES. 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Rt.Hn. Sir John E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duffy, William J. 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, Capt EC (S. Andrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r. 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gordon, Hn.J.E( Elgin & Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Grant, Corrie 

Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hammond, John 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
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Bill he could not promise an easy 
passage for it. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
asked if he would be in order in moving 
the adjournment of the debate. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said a discretion was 
with the Speaker whether he should put 
the Question that leave be given or 


adjournment. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 222; Nees, 
(Division List No. 217.) 


Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,John( Kent Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Lief (Appleby) 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, P.J.( Westmeath, N.) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col.W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Hn.H..W.(Mile End) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, SirJoseph F.( Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Long,Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Lough, Thomas 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Lundon, W. 

Macdona, John Cumming 
Macnamara. Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshir. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H.M. 
Middlemore, John Throgmorton 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murphy, John 

Murray, Col. Wyndhm (Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 





Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
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Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal( Tipperary. Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O°’ Donnell T. (Kery, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
‘O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
‘Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Parrott, William 
Partington, Oswald 
Peel,Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
tenwick, George 
Richards, Thomas 


\vg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
sowles,! T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
srymer, William Ernest 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell,J.H.M(Dublin Univ. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Rt.Hn. Sir John C. R. 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Denny, Colonel 

Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Elibank, Master of 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
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Ridley, S. Forde 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 


| Roche, John (Galway, East) 


Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Sheehy, David 
‘Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, RtHn J. Parker( Lanarks 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur Ormskirk 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 


NOES. 


Fellowes, Rt Hn. Ailwyn Edward | 
Fison, Frederick William 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,.S. W. | 
Gartit, William 

Hamilton, Marq.of (L’nd’nderry 
Haslam,Sir Alfred 8. 

Heath, SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jones, David Brynmor (Swansea 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. 
Levy, Maurice 

Lowe, Francis William 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Iver,Sir Lewis (EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Milvain, Thomas 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 





Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 


Soares, Mr. Allhusen, Mr. Cawley, Mr. 


Considered 


Cameron Corbett, Mr. Fuller, Mr. Lam- 


bert, Mr. Lyell, Mr. Nussey, 


Mr. Philipps, (In 


Mr. Remnant, Mr. Spear, and Mr. Wills. 


MOTOR-CAR ACT (1963) AMENDMENT 
BI 


“To amend the Motor Car Act, 1905.” 
Presented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time to-mor- 
row, and to be printed. [Bill 253.] 


Mr. SPEAKER'S RETIREMENT BILL. 


| Renshaw, Sir Charles 


ae 
ao 


Bill, 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tutf, Charles 
Ure, Alexander 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col.Sir C. EH(Shefiield 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wallace, Robert 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. SirWilliamH. 
Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley. George (York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Woodhouse, SirJT.( Huddersf’d 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Soares and Mr. Allhnsen. 


Myers, William Henry 


| Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
| Pemberton, John 8. G. 


Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Bine 
Rose, Charles Day 


| Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 


Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel,Sir HarryS.( Limehouse 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Stroyan, John 

Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Mr. Scott Montagu and Mr. 
Lonsdale. 


ALIENS BILL. 
in Committee. 


the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N. R., 


“In page 1, 


Clause 1 :— 


Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


Amendment again proposed— 


line 6, to leave out the word 


‘landed,’ and to insert the words ‘ prevented 


from landing’. 


Considered in Committee, and reported, 


without Amendment; 
third time to-morrow. 


to be read the 


' word ‘landed 
N 2 


”*_(Mr. Trevelyan.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 


’ stand part of the clause.” 
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Mr. HUNTER CRAIG (Lanarkshire, 
Govan) asked the Home Secretary 


whether he would consider the question 
of extending the number of open ports 
beyond those provided in the Bill. The 


people of the West of Scotland were | 


particularly interested in having the port 
of Grangemouth included in the number 
of immigrant ports. 


Sir CHARLES RENSHAW (Renfrew, | 


W.) asked the Home Secretary whether 
it would be possible, where various ports 


were situated on the estuary, to make | 


the estuary the unit for administrative 


purposes under the Bill instead of any 


one particular port? For instance, on 


one side of Scotland they had Greenock | 
and Glasgow, both ports of importance, | 
and on the other side, in the estuary of 


the Forth, they had Leith, Grangemouth, 
ad Bo’ness. No doubt there were other 
similar cases in the United Kingdom, and 
he did think that if they could in such 


cases make the estuary the unit for) 
administrative purposes it would materi- | 


ally facilitate the working of the Bill. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.) said that 
what he understood was the intention of 
the Gevernment was that immigrants 
exceeding twenty in number coul) only 
come into the country at certain ports 
where inspection was provided, and that 
everywhere else they might come in up 
to the number of twenty and in 
successive batches. Therefore, if a 
number of steamers were crossing from 
Calais to Dover each one might bring 
twenty and discharge them on the quay 
at Dover so long as no vessel carried 
more than twenty. If there were more 
than twenty, the ship must go back to 
the port from which she came or must 
proceed to disgorge them at some port 
where there would be some inspection, 
Probably the latter course would be 
preferred, and the natural course that 
would suggest itself to any steamboat 
company would be to have a tender to 
take the immigrants exceeding twenty in 
number to another port where they 
would come in without inspection. 


Therefore, in all probability, transmi- | 


grants would come in in large batches 
and would be rapidly passed through, 
having all their papers in order; but 
immigrants, on the othe. hand, who de- 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 392 


sired to stay in England would come in 
in small batches under twenty and would 
be landed at ports where there was no 
provision for inspection and would be 
subject to no inquiry whatever. These 
people, who would come in in small 
batches and who would be subject to no 
inquiry whatever, were just the people 





| they desired to exclude. The exclusion 
order would be of no use with regard to 
them, because they would not be seen 
until they committed some new crime. 


It might be said that this was to presume 
an amount of organisation and care in the 
disposal of the immigrant which would 
_give more trouble than it would be 
worth ; but this immigrant traffic from 
the Continent of Europe had _ been 
organised on a great scale with much 
care and effort, and they must not 
assume that the companies would 
not adapt themselves to the conditions 
| they would have to face if the Bill were 

passed, and so arrange that the trans- 
migrant should pass through, and that 
'those who were coming to stay and 
possibly prey upon the country should 
-come in in small batches and escape in- 
| spection althogether. Could anything be 
/imagined more ineffective and absurd 
| than this Bill. All the objects the 
| Government set itself to attain would 
be defeated. He could not see, the more 
he looked at the Bill, what was to be 
| attained by it, and he earnestly begged 
| the Home Secretary and his colleagues 
| to consider whether they would not 
| make fools of Parliament and themselves 
|if they insisted upon passing the Bill. 
| Upon their own showing it had every 
prospect of being utterly useless. 
They appeared to have been deceived 
by a false idea of analogy between 
the United States and this country,. 
but what possible analogy could 
there be between a country into which 
all the immigrants came at practically 
only five or six great ports, and this 
country, close to the Continent of 
Europe, and with a large number of 
small ports. Could they imagine any- 
thing more unlike than the conditions 
prevailing here and those prevailing in 
‘the United States? The system pro- 
| posed by the Government would be not 
‘only costly and vexatious, but would be 
also ineffective. 
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Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) asked if | 


it was seriously intended that, at every 
port where this Bill would operate, 


absolute power over the shipping was | 


to be given to the Home Secretary, who 
was the head of the police force, and 
that this branch of the commerce of 
the country was to be administered by 
the police force from a police point of 
view? Would not the right hon. 
Gentleman make some promise that he 
would at least give notice to our unfor- 
tunate merchantmen, to the unhappy 
people who imported and exported goods, 
before he closed one port and opened 
another? The whole question required 
more examination than the Committee 
seemed disposed to give it. He asked 
this Question, not with the object 
of impeding the progress of the Bill, 
but because there seemed to be such 
absolute ignorance of the details of 
the system proposed to be set up. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKErs- 
Doucuas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said he 
had no intention, and should have no 
right, to give a preferential advantaze to 
one port over another, always providing 
that the ships which this Bill proposed to 
deal with went to these particular ports. 


Mr. LOUGH: Would they all be 
closed ? 
Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: No. 


Mr. LOUGH: Then would they all be 
open 2 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said the hon. 
Member for Islington seemed to be 
under some misapprehension. The prin- 


ciple of the Bill was to deal with the | 


immigration of aliens in large quantities 
to this country. Only the aliens coming 
in immigrant ships in those quantities 
would be obliged to go to the ports 
listed. The ports had not been listed 
in the Bill in order to avoid confusion, 
as it might be necessary to add to them, 
or substitute one for another. Notice 
would be given to all concerned by 
the usual methods, by publication 
in the Gazette, and by communica- 
tion with the shipowning companies 


and the foreign agents. There would 
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be no desire on the part of the 
Government to select too small a 


number of ports. When, on the First 
or Second Reading, he had been asked 
what ports would be included, he had 
said that certainly the eight chief ports 
described in the Return of the Board of 
Trade would be among them, but he also 
said that if they found that the traffic 
went to other ports they would be able 
to apply the machinery of the Bill to 
such ports. For mstance, shipowners 
might desire to bring their traffic to 
Harwich rather than Dover, or to Queen- 
borough rather than Newhaven, and it 
was to meet Such cases that they desired 
to have the power of transferring the 
machinery from one port to another. He 
entirely agreed with the. right hon. 
Member for Aberdeen that there was no 
analogy between this country and the 
United States. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had pointed out that the whole of 
the immigrant traffic which went to the 
United States practically went to five 
ports. 


Mr. BRYCE: Two or three. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that was 
the reason why they had not adopted the 
American system in this Bill. In many 
ways it would have been more satisfactory 
if thev could have done so, but the 
circumstances were entirely different, and 
their machinery must therefore be 
different. When the right hon. Gentleman 
suggested, however, that they ought to 
drop the first part of the Bill on that 
account, he entirely forgot that the Bill 
was introduced for the purpos> of dealing 
with undesirable aliens who came to this 
country in bulk. The limit of twenty 
was suggested because they did not wish 
to put t> unnecessary inconvenience 
shipowners who dealt with aliens who 
came in small parties. It was proposed 
to deal with criminals under Clause 3, 
and many of them could be dealt with 
by extradition. In many cases they 
were known to the police, and there 
was little difficulty in dealing with them. 
Whilst it was tru> that criminals might 
come through under the first part of the 
Bill, he believed the machinery of those 
two clauses would form a satisfactory 
provision for preventing their coming 
here and remaining in this country. 
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They must have regard to the general 
practice. He believed that by the pro- 
visions of this Bill they would secure 
those two objectse The machinery of 
the Bill was intended to deal with the 
landirg of undesirable aliens in this 
country, end therefore they were not 
interfering with transmigration, and it 
was not their intention to put any 
difficulties in the way of transmigrants. 
They would allow transmigrants to pass 
through this country as uninterruptedly 
as possible, alwavs providing that their 
officers were satisfied that it was a bona 
fide trafic, and was not being taken 
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advantage of in order to land in this | 


country any considerable number of 
undesirable aliens. 
Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 


said they all recognised the spirit in | 


which the right hon. Gentleman had 
addressed the Committee, and 
attitude he had taken up would greatly 
facilitate the passing of this 
Although they had devoted much time 
to this Amendment he was sure 
Home Secretary would recognise that 
the main principle of the Bill was raised 
in this Amendment. Upon this Amend- 


the | 


Bill. | 


the | 





Bill. 


Mr. DALZIEL said his point was that 
to attempt to limit this preposal to a 
certain number of ports was a mistake 
and ought not to be supported. Upon 
a previous occasion the Attorney-General 
spoke in defence of machinery which 
allowed aliens to come in at any port, 
but the whole machinery had now be-n 
amended, and now they had before them 
entirely different machinery altogether, 
which the right hon. Gentleman was nc 
doubt equally ready to defend. The 
Home Secretary had admitted that this 
Bill would not stop the importation of 
undesirable aliens. 
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Tue ATTORNEY - GENERAL (Sir 
Rogert Fixzay, Inverness Burghs): He 
said “ not entirely.” 


Mr. DALZIEL said they could not 
stop them coming in certain batches, 
so what was the use of pretending that 
this was a Bill which would keep aliens 
out of this country. The right hon. 
Gentleman said it would only stop them 
coming in bulk. It might be summed 
up by saying “large parties we cannot 


‘eater for; small parties cordially wel- 


| alien bubble. 


ment thev had achieved the very im- | 


portant of having the 
Government to recognise that this Bill 
would not prevent the importation of 


SUCCESS got 


comed.” At last they 


had pricked this 
Pz | 


ame 


Tux CHAIRMAN: I am afraid th 


| hon. Member is making a Second Reading 


| speech. 


undesirable aliens, and that was surely | 


something. ’ 

the Government put this Bill into the 
shop window throughout the country. 
and told the electors that if they sup- 
ported the Government candidates they 
would pass a Bill to keep out undesirable 
aliens, they were stating something 
which was misleading. 


THE CHAIRMAN : I think I had again 
better remind the Committee what the 
Amendment is. The Bill proposes that 
immigrant ships should be allowed to 
come to certain ports, and that there 
should be certain restrictions. The 
Amendment proposes that immigrant 
ships may come to any port, but only at 
certain ports should there be certain 
restrictions. It is to either one or the 
other of these proposals that the hon. 
Member should address himself. 


Mr. Akers- Douglas, 


Thev now knew that when | 





iq 
Lar | 


Mr. DALZIEL said he was certainly 
not going outside the speech of the 
Home Secretary, but he would keep to 
the point as nearly as possible, and take 
another opportunity of dealing with the 
principle involved. The right hon. 
Gentleman was now asking for a power 
which the Committee ought not to give. 
The right hon. Gentleman had stated 
that he was not going to give them the 
names of the ports until after the Bill 
was passed, but he had no right to 
make such a demand, because the 
question of the different ports was the 
whole essence of the Bill. He supposed 
that it was in the West of Scotland and 
Glasgow that the greater part of this 
trade took place, and the only port they 
were going to include was the Port ot 
Leith. Already the agency companies 
were advising the people abroad not 
to come to this country on account of 
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the great difficulties which were being | 


placed in their way. This Amendment 
showed the utter hollowness of the 
claims of the Government in regard to 
this measure, for it was a sham measure 
from beginning to end. 
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Mr. RENWICK (Newcastle-on-Tyne) | 


said he thought hon. Gentlemen opposite 
spoke without any knowledge whatever 
of the shipping traffic. The Home 
Secretary, in proposing to schedule eight 
or nine principal ports, was doing some- 
thing which would effectually deal with 
practically the whole of the undesirable 
alien traffic. The majority of the ships 
which traded between this country and 
the Continent and which carried these 
passengers did not carry them a 
principal part of their trade. They traded 
to and from ports where they could get 
cargoes and they only carried passengers 
in a subsidiary wavy and not as ordinary 
passenger boats did. Therefore, he main- 
tained that by scheduling these eight or 
hine principal ports practically the whole 
of the trate would be covered. It was 
not for one moment to be supposed that 
shipowners were going to dodge the Act 
in the way hon. Gentlemen opposite 
contended they would. All that the 


as 


shipowner got for bringing these aliens | 
trom the Continent would be from 5s. | 


to 15s. each. Perhaps there would 
be ten or twenty such passengers—but 
that would be a large number to bring 
—so that all the shipowner would get 
from them would be £5 £10. 
would certainly not pay the shipowner 
to move his ship from one port to an- 
other in order to land these people. A 
ship from a foreign port was bound when 
she entered a port to put up her ensign, 
and she was boarded by the Customs 
officers and the sanitary authority and 
she had to pay the dues. Therefore, no 
owner would think of attempting to 
evade the Act by moving to another 
port. Consequently, if any undesirable 
wished to land at another port, he would 
have to pay a large sum to the shipowner 
or bribe the captain, and if he could 
afford to do that, he would not come 
over in an immigrant ship but as an 
It was 


or 


ordinary first-class passenger. 
absurd to say that shipowners were going 
to dodge between ports to evade the Act. 


It | 
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He would like to read a resolution pass2d 
by the Direct Short-Sea Traders’ As- 
sociation, carrying on trade between 
London and the Continent, one of the 
most important bodies of shipowners 
in this country to show the attitude 
of shipowners regarding the question. 
This Association had 50 per cent. of the 
trade of the Port of London, and in the 
communication they sent to him they 
dealt with the question of the number of 
passengers and asked that the number 
twenty should be abolished and that 
there should be no limitation whatever, 
but that any ship bringing these pas- 
sengers should be dealt with by the 
authorities. The concluding words of 
a resolution passed by them were to 
this effeet— 

* The Association will assist to the best of 
their ability any Government Department in 
their efforts to destroy the trattic in undesirable 
immigrants.” 


Shipowners were thus prepared to 
support the Government in stopping 
this traffic, and it ill became hon. 


Members opposite to infer that ship- 
owners were going out of their way 
to destroy the efficiency of this Bill 
when it became law. 


*Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) 
said he happened to be a shipowner 
and knew what he was talking about 
when he asserted that the provisions 
of the Bill would not keep out the 
undesirable aliens, but would build 
up a trade at the non-scheduled por‘s 
at the expense of the s:heduled ports. 
In fact, the Bill would give preferential 
treatment to particular ports, and, con- 
sequently, a preference to certain lines 
of steamers. A class of British ship- 


owners engagel in the Continental 
trade did not make a_ business of 


carrying emigrants, although glad to 
get an extra £10 by their ships collecting 
a few such passengers; but the result 
of what was now proposed would be 
that those shipo vners would exert them- 
selves to bring to this country a number 
of, say, ni iete*n emigrants every voyage 
where formerly they brought only per- 
haps a couple, if any. The bulk of the 
trade upon which it was sought to place 
restrictions was, he thought it would be 
admitted, a through trade, and the 
moment Parliament began to interfere 
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with it serious injury would be caused 
to the shipping trade. This kind of 
legislation was tried in the case of the 
Merchandise Marks Act, which had 
the effect of very greatly damaging 
the transhipment trade in goods; and 
this Bill would have a similar effect upon 
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Mr. DAVID MACIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said that a great many ship- 
owners did not share the views which 
had been expressed by the hon. Member 
who had just sat down. The views 
of the great companies had been 
well expressed by the hon. Member 


the transhipment trade in people. It} for East Toxteth, and by the hon. 
should not be forgotten that the | Member for Newcastle, who were perfectly 
main business of this country was /| satisfied with the Amendments which 
what he would call a middle busi- | stood on the Paper in the name of the 
ness. But they all knew that, at | Attorney-General. If there was any- 


bottom, this was really a tariff reform 
project. He supported the Amendment 
because he believed the proposal of the 
the Bill was only an attempt to set up 
preferential treatment to the detriment 
of this country. 
immigrants who arrived in this country 
last year remained here, and it was to 
deal with so small a matter that the 


Only one thousand | 





Government made proposals which would | 


be sure to jeopardise a great and valuable 


thing wrong with this Bill it was that it 
did not go far enough. The Amendment 
was thoroughly bad, and those who 
supported it entirely forget that other 
clauses would deal effectively with the 
smaller ports. He hoped the Committee 
would not waste any more time dis- 
cussing this Amendment. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :s—Ayes, 215; 
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Priestley. Arthur | Stanhope, Hon. Philip James) TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Rea, Russell | Sullivan, Donal | Mr. Trevelyan and = Mr. 
Reddy, M. | Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe)! Dalziel. 
Redmond. John E.(Waterford)| Tennant, Harold John 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) moved to | | people who had to seek refuge. The 


leave out the words “* United Kingdom ” 
in lines 6 and 7 of Clause 1, and to insert | 
the words “ Great Britain.” The effect 
of the Amendment would be to exclude | 
Ireland from the Bill. 
debate would not proceed very long 
before the Home Secretary intimated 
acceptance of the Amendment. It had 
been said that this Bill was largely a 
‘faked up”? 
land. However there 


that might be, 


had unquestionably been no demand fer | 


the Bill in treland. There had never 
been a single resolution passed by any 
public body in Ireland in favour of the | 
Bill, nor had any public man spoken on 
the question, or made any demand in 
connectiop with alien immigration. For 
many centuries Ireland was the sanctu- 
ary cf large numbers of the victims 
of persecution and intolerance in other 
countries. In the reigns of Mary and 
Elizabeth a large number of people 
sought refuge in Ireland from the re- 
ligicus persecution of the time. Later 
on when the Jews were being persecuted 
all over the Continent a large number 
sought sanctuary in Ireland, and even 
ut the present day there were in that 
country a considerable number of the 
descendarts of the Huguenots who had 
to fly from France and other countries. 
Not enly did Ireland not ask such a Bill 
as this, buc her whole traditions and 
history, and the feelings of the people, 
were against a measure of this class 
which was aimed at the unfortunate 


He trusted the | 


demand on the part of | 
certain politicians in England and Scet- | 


‘demand that Ireland should be excluded 
| from the Bill was a reasonable one, and 
he hoped the Home Secretary would at 
once announce that it was the intention 
of the Government to accept the Amend- 
ment. 


It was not likely that any 
dition of things would arise in Ireland 
in regard to vessels from Continental 
ports such as had been described in 
/connection with various ports in Eng- 
land and Scotland. There was un- 
questionably considerable trade between 
certain Continental ports and ports in 
Ireland, and from that point of view 
| they desired that Ireland should be 
excluded. But there was another con- 
sideration which he was sure must bave 
escaped the notice of the framers of the 


cone 


Bill in connection with the constant 
communication between the United 
States and Ireland. The communica- 


tion took the form of both emigration 
and immigration. The immigrants wert 
mostly men and wemen who would be 
described under this Bill as aliens 
Unfortunately, owing to the sad con- 
dition of Ireland large numbers ot 
people had had to leave its shores during 
the last hal’ century. A considerable 
number when they went to America 
became naturalised and forswore allegiance 
to the Sovereign of this country. They, 
therefore, became in the eye of 
the law aliens, and they would be 
prevented, except under severe restric- 
tions, from coming back to Ireland. He 
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was sure that that was a matter which 
the Government could not have had 
in their mind when they were framing 
Clause 8 of the Bill. He was informed 
that over 10,000 Irish-born Americans 
who had been naturalised returned to the 
land of their birth and visited the Ex- 
hibition recently held at Cork. All 
these people would have been sub- 
jected to an examination which would 
have been intolerable if such a measure 
as this had been in operation. It was 
well known that a considerable number 
cf immigrants came over every year. 
A small percentage of the Irishmen who 
haa been naturalised in America travelled 
first class, and, therefore, would not be 
subject to the Bill, but a considerable 
number. who had only a few pounds 
to spend on a visit to their friends, 
came steerage and would be liable to 
exclusion. The test applied to these 
people would rot be whether they were 
vicious or criminal, whether they were 
dynamitards or anarchists, but whether 
they were rich or poor. It he were 
an Irishman who had succeeded in 
making a fortune, and came as a cabin 
passenger, well and good; but if he were 
a poor man and travelled steerage he 
would come under the restrictions of 


this Bill. 


It was no use telling him that some day 
or other the parties to whom these restric- 
tions applied would be settled by the 
Board of Trade or the Home Office. He 
absolutely refused t place blind con- 
fidence m any future Home Secretary as 
to this interference with the natural 
desire of his fellow-countrymen, even 
if they had been na:uralised in America, 
to revisit their native land. His ex- 
perience of English administracien was 
not of such a reassuring character that 
he should be prepared to put such large 
powers in the hands of the Board of 
Trade or the Home Office. There wes 
one class of aliens which they particularly 
wished to exclude from Ireland, and that 
was British Ministers and British place- 
hunters. There was another class of Irish- 
born or British-born citizens who had been 
naturalised in America whom this Bill 
would exclude. It was not a_ large 
class, but one well worthy of considera- 
tion. A considerable number of old 
Trish - Americans — mer and women— 
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whose last, earnest deSire was that they 
should lay their bones in the sacred soil. 
of their own country and in the graves 
of their forebears. That was a settled 
and deep feeling in the Irish breast. 
Most of them were poor and must travel 
steerage, and the immigration officer 
would meet them and say, ‘** What 
business have vou here? (Go on to 
Liverpool or go back to America.” 
Nobody in Ireland had asked for the 
Bill; nobody took the slightest interest 
in it, and that because few saw the 


dangers lurking in it. It seriously 
interfered with the inflow of Irish- 
Americans into the country of their 


birth, and he hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman tbe Home Secretary would 
recognise these facts and exclude Ireland 
from the scope of the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘In page 1, lines 6 and 7, to leave out the- 
words ‘ United Kingdom,’ and insert the words 
‘Great Britain.” ’—(Mr. Flynn.) 


Question proposed, ‘f That the words 
‘United Kingdom’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he was 
afraid that he could not see his way to 
accept the Amendment. He had no 
reason to think that Irish-Americang who 
came over to visit their relations in Ire- 
land would not be able to satisty the im- 
migration officer as to their status and con- 
dition, There would be little difficulty in 
their passing the barrier when they could 
show that they had come to stay with 
relations and not to settle. There was 
one reason why it was impossible for 
the Government to accept the Amend- 
ment. It had come to his knowledge 
that a certain number of  undesir- 
able aliens came from America, remained 
in Ireland, and became a burden ongthe 
ratepayers. 


Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) 
said he did not suppose that there was 
any objection to the compulsory exclu- 
sion of lunatics and idiots from Ireland : 
but the right hon. Gentleman had not in 
any way answered the case put by his 
hon. friend the Member for Cork. Per- 
sons of Irish birth who had become 
naturalised in the United States, ¥but 
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who desired to return and settle again 
in Ireland, would, on the face of it, be 
treated under this Bill as aliens, and 
might be treated as undesirables. He 
thought some more information was 
desirable as to what the procedure was 
to be. An immigrant ship, under the 
Bill, was a vessel which carried twenty 
alien steerage passengers ; and he wanted 
to know, in the first place, if there were 
twenty such persons as he had described 
on board a liner, whether they would be 
allowed to land at all in Ireland? In 
the second place, how and where were 
they to proceed in order to satisfy the 
immigration officer? There was a great 
stream of emigrants from Ireland to 
the United States every year, and a 
certain proportion of these emigrants 
returned to Ireland. Irish emigrants to 
America were of two classes—those who 
were successful, and those who were un- 
successful. Anyone who knew the con- 
gested districts of Ireland must be 


familiar with the sight of a large house | 


which had a certain look of prosperity 
about it in the midst of desolation. It 
generally turned out on examination 
that that was the house of a man who 
had been in America, had made some 
little money, and had returned to spend 
the remainder of his davs in his native 


land. They did not come as cabin 
passengers, and if they travelled in 
a vessel which carried twenty alien 


steerage passengers they would fall under 
the restrictions of the Bill, and would 
have to satisfy the immigration officer 
that they were proper persons to be 
allowed to land. Such people would, no 
doubt, have some money in their pockets 


and might be able to satisfy the immigra- | 


tion officer that they were not paupers, 
but still they would be put to a great deal 
of quite unnecessary inconvenience. 


That might be a very serious matter, 
but there was another class. Unhappily 


it was only too common for Irish boys 


and girls to go to the United States and 
find that country not the golden land 
of promise which they had been led to 
expect, but only a land of disappoint- 
ments. He knew himself of girls who 
had gone from their little mountain 
homes to the great cities of America, 
like New York, Chicago, or St. Louis 
where the climate and the conditions 
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of life were so different from that of 
their native land. After being in service 
for some years, possibly they married 
and became citizens of the United States. 
Their health failed them, and the desire 
came to return to their old homes. Now, 
how was such a girl to satisfy the immi- 
gration officer at a distant port from 
her old home, where she knew that there 
would always be a welcome for her and 
a share of such poor fare as the family 
had? She had no money in her pocket ; 
perhaps she had only been able to scrape 
up the money for her steerage passage. 
She presented herself at Moville or 
Liverpool and was met by an English 
‘immigration officer who would 
“You are not a British subject; you 
are an alien; and you have no means 
cf support.” She would reply ‘ Yes; 
| but I am going back to my family,” 
| and would mention the name of the moun- 
|tain hamlet, of which the immigration 
| officer had most probably never heard. 
Was it really intended, under cover of 
this Bill, which professed to be directed 
| against criminals and undesirables, that 
the British Government was going to 
|deny that girl a refuge with her family 
‘in her old home? Were these people 
| to be exposed to the humiliation and 
'the possible risk involved in this 
Bill. If Ireland wished to support her 
children who had failed in the struggle 
‘of life in the United States, that was 
‘no affair of the Government. Ireland 
was ready to welcome them back; and 
the Government had no right to prevent 
| Ireland affording them an asylum which 
it was ready to give. 





say, 


| 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.) said he was 
| entirely in sympathy with the proposition 
in the Amendment, should that be the 
result of the operation of the Bill. He had 
listened to the Home Secretary’s state- 
/ment that any Irish-born American who 
'desired to return home to his mother 
country would not be considered to come 
under the terms of the Bill. That might 
not be the interpretation of hon. Gentle- 
/men opposite, but it was the interpreta- 
_ tion of the Minister in charge of the Bill. 
| He confessed that aliens in Ireland at the 
| present time were not receiving the treat- 
/ment from hon. Members opposite that 
| they ought to receive. There were aliens 


| in Ireland who were considered by hon, 
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Members opposite to be so undesirable 
that they could not get a means of liveli- 
hood. 


An HON. MEMBER: Where. 
Mr. SLOAN: In Limerick. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I desire to 
contradict in the strongest terms the 
unfounded assertion the hon. Member 
has made, and he knows it is unfounded. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, W.) : 
On what authority does the hon. Member 
make that statement. 


Mr. JOYCE: Withdraw and apologise 
to Limerick. 


Mr. SLOAN: The hon. Member need 
not get into such a heat. 


Mr. JOYCE: I am as cool as a 
cucumber when I am dealing with people 
like you. 


Mr. SLOAN: I have had oceasion to 
bring before the House the case of the 
class of people I refer to in Limerick who 
have not only been boycotted but are 
retused the means ot livelihood and the 
necessaries of life. 


Mr. JOYCE: I again contradict this 


statement and say it is false from begin- 


ning to end. 


Mr. SLOAN : I appeal, Sir, to you— 


THe CHAIRMAN: The whole dis- 
cussion is entirely out of order. 
Mr. SLOAN: The hon. Gentleman 


has the same privileges in this House as 
I have. 


Mr. JOHN O'CONNOR (Kildare, N) : 
No man has the privilege to lie. 


THe CHAIRMAN: I hope _ hon. 
Members on both sides will restrain 
themselves. This question is not in 
order, and I must ask the hon. Member to 
pass from it at once. 


Mr. SLOAN said he would bow to the 
ruling of the Chair. 


He went on to 
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say that if the possible cases cited 
by hon. Members opposite came 


under the operation of the Bill they 
would have a case, but he could not 
understand how the Bill could be 
interpreted to mean that an Irish-born 
American returning to spend the remain- 
der ot his days in his native land would be 
described by the Home Secretary of the 
day as an undesirable alien. He could 
not further understand how it could be 
stated that a person coming from America 
to visit his friends in Ireland, and who 
had a return ticket, would be considered 
as coming under the operation of the Bill. 
If this Amendment was carried, Ireland 
would become the dumping ground for 
thoze people whom Great Britain refused 
to allow ir. Ireland was a part of the 
United Kingdom and deserved the pro- 
tection of this Bill, and that was the 
reason he objected to the Amendment. 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY said the 
Government had the greatest possible 
sympathy with the Amendment; but 
the hon. Gentleman who moved it would 
admit that if Ireland were exempted 
there would be an influx of aliens into 
the country which Ireland did not want 
any more than Great Britain. There 
would be two ports in Ireland under the 


Bill. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.) asked 
if Queenstown would be one. 


Srk ROBERT FINLAY said that 
probably it would. The Government 
had not the slightest desire to keep out 
of Ireland the class of persons to whom 
the hon. Gentleman who moved the 
Amendment referred ; and, while it was 
not possible to accept the Amendment 
as proposed, the Government were per- 
fectly ready to consider the matter with a 
view to achieving the object in view, 
with which he entirely sympathised. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) 
said the speech of the Attorney-General 
had eased the position somewhat, but 
with reference to what the hon. Mem 
ber for South Belfast had said, he would 
ike to say that the argument of 
the hon. Member had been built on 
what the Home Secretary had said. But 
they were not concerned with what the 
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Home Secretary said. They had built 
a good many arguments upon what the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland had said and 
they had suffered for it. He appealed to 
the hon. Member for South Belfast 
to shut out from view what the 
Home Secretary had said and to see 


what Section 8 of the Bill said. 
Section 8 said that the expression 


“immigrant” meant an alien steerage 
passenger who landed in the United 
Kingdom. Therefore, any Irishman 
who had gone to America in his early 
days, and had been naturalised there, who 
returned to the old country was an alien 
if he came steerage, which he was likely 
to do, and as an alien was subject to 
all the prohibitions of the Bill. That 
was a monstrous thing and Irish Members 
of all Parties should not submit to. it. 
It applied not only to Queenstown 
but to Moville, to Belfast, to Derry, and 
every part of Ireland. He did not 
care for the purpose of his argument 
whether the Attorney-General made 
two ports in Ireland or not. That did 
not abolish Section 8 of the Bill. 
So long as the definition stood, so long 
would these hundreds and thousands 
of Irishmen who returned to their native 
land be subject to all these prohibitions. 
They would fight against that to the 
end. It was not fair of the Attorney- 
General to say he would confer with 
the Irish Members on the subject. He 
was glad the right hon. Gentleman 
realised the impossibility of passing the 
Bill in its present shape. It was the 
business of the Government to introduce 
Bills in proper form. They never could 
have considered the effect of this upon 
the thousands of Irish-Americans yearly 
returning to Ireland from America, and 
he for one would not stand it. 


Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge CUni- 
versity) said he wished to ask the 
Attorney-General whether the inclusion 
of Ireland was necessary or not. It 
always appeared to him that some kind 
-of alien legislation was rendered necessary 
by the action of the United States. The 
Government there decided whether a 
cargo of immigrants should be admitted 
or not. If immigrants were rejected 
because of bad character, lunacy, or any 
other reason the shipping company con- 


cerned was obliged to take them back to 


Mr. T. W. Russell, 
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Europe ; and the most convenient part 
of Europe to which they could be taken 
was Ireland. He understood that this 
was now actually being done, and that 
lunatics had been brought back and 
dumped down in Ireland and had become 
an expense to the local authorities of 
Ireland. The question he wished to ask 
the hon. and learned Gentleman was 
whether, under the provisions of the Bill 
as they stood or as they would stand 
when amended by the Government 
Amendments, there was power to stop 
things of that kind. He desired to point 
out that these people would not come 
back in large batches but in ones and 
twos, and therefore would not come with- 
in the provisions of the Bill, and might 
be landed in Ireland under the very 
noses of the authorities without there 
being power to stop them. What he 
wished to ask the Attorney-General was 
whether there were in the Bill any pro- 
visions which would enable us to prevent 
those immigrants who had been rejected 
by the United States from being dumped 
in Ireland. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth) asked whethei 
it was not a fact that the shipping com- 
panies were compelled to take those 
whom the United States rejected back 
to the country from whence they came. 


Mayor SEELY (Isle of Wight) said two 
new facts had arisen in consequence of 
this Amendment as to which he would 
like to ask a Question. First of all, was 
it a fact that the Home Secretary in- 
tended to make provision that where 
any man had a return ticket he should 
be exempted from the provisions of this 
Bill? He understood the right hon. 
Gentleman to state that, and if it were so 
it was as well to knowit. Secondly, was 
it not the fact that the Home Secretary 
proposed to provide that any one born 
within these islands would be exempt 
from the provisions of this Bill? Those 
were very important matters, both of 
which affected the position of Ireland. 


Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, Ap- 
pleby) asked whether there was any pro- 
vision in the Bill under which it would 
be possible to make any exemptions 
at all. Until the inconvenience of the 
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examination had occurred how could 
any exemptions be made. 


sir. ROBERT FINLAY said he 
understood the Questions of the right 
hon. Member for Cambridge related 
to two points; one, whether persons 
born in Ireland who had gone to the 
United States and who having become 
naturalised had come back were to be 
regarded as aliens, and the other, what 
was the nature of the provisions of the 
Bill for preventing persons of a very 
different class, who had been rejected 
by the United States, being dumped 
down in Ireland. He would not like 
to give a positive Answer at the moment 
to the first Question for the reason that 
though it was well known at common law 


that a British subject could not divest | 


himself of his nationality by becoming 
naturalised in a foreign country, excep- 
tions had been introduced by statute. 
Before returning a positive Answer to 
that Question he would like to have the 
assistance of the Foreign Office as to 
what conventions had been made with 
the United States. The matter was one 
eminently deserving of attention, and 
he could only repeat that nothing was 
further from the wishes of the Govern- 
ment than to prevent a particular class 
of persons from returning to their own 
country. 
provision for preventing rejected immi- 
grants to America being landed 
Ireland that had been explained by the 
Home Secretary. No such persons, being 


ports of arrival by the Aliens Board, 
and then only after proper examination. 
The power to reduce the number of 
“twenty ” 
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in| _. 
spite of the remonstrances of her repre- 


uld and no doubt would | 
could and no d | were concerned. 
be exercised if the question arose, so as | 
to prevent the dumping of immigrants | 


in Ireland. He was not able to say | 
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'the hon. and gallant Gentleman should 


ask the Home Secretary for the inform- 


| ation, which he (Sir Robert Finlay) was 


not in a position to afford. 


Mr. HEMPHILL (‘Tvrone, N.) thought 
it was very hard, in the face of the oppo- 
sition of those who represented the 
majority of the opinion of Ireland, that 
this measure should be pressed on that 
country, in which there had been no 
demand for it. If there was any demand 
for this measure it existed in certain 
quarters in England where there was 
great pressure of population and where 
it became the interest of particular 
individuals for Party or other reasons to 
raise this question. He agreed with 
the hon. Member for Cork, who pointed 
out that some of the most useful in- 
habitants of Ireland were the descendants 
of those who could not have landed 
in Ireland if this law had been in oper- 
ation centuries ago. Ireland had been a 
refuge to those who had heen driven 
from other countries by tyranny and 
oppression, and the descendants of many 


of those who sought its hospitality lived 


there to-day. He thought it was most 
unreasonable to press this measure on Ire- 
land. All Nationalist Members asked was 
that when a change was being made 
which at the best was a departure from 
the traditions of a great and free country, 
such an organic change should not, in 


sentatives, be forced upon Ireland, where 


: : ; | no necessity or demand whatever existed 
aliens, could be landed from immigrant | Y 


ships except at those ports marked out as | 


for the measure. The retention of Ire- 
land within the scope of the Bill simply 
afforded another argument in favour of 
enabling Ireland to legislate for herself 
so iar as questions affecting the locality 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that when 


whether the laws of the United States’ he spoke last he had not the statute 
required a ship to take rejected aliens | before him. He could now inform the 
back to the country from which they Committee that Section 6 of the Naturalis- 
came. The first Qaestion asked by the | ation Act, 1870, provided that a British- 
hon. Member for the Isle of Wight he | horn subject on becoming voluntarily 
had already answered and with regard) jaturalised in a foreign country would 
: to the second, with reference to return ‘otis. des. Seip, Maile eabibioie,--ealau 
tickets, he did not think this was the | : ier: } jh pin i 
time or place to consider that question. | when, with a particular class of case, he 
If the hon. and gallant Gentleman de- | made a declaration that he desired to 
sired an Answer he would suggest that | remain a British subject. 
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Mr. BRYCE said the statement of the;stituted some of the best of the Irish 
Attorney-General made the question|people, but they would probably be hit 
raised by the Amendment much more/by the provisions of the Bill. Moreover, 
important, inasmuch as the number of|the carrying out of the Act would be 
persons who, having become naturalised, in the hands of the police, who did not 
returned from the United States to visit inspire the same confidence in Ireland 
relatives in Ireland was very large|as in England. In its present form 
indeed. If the Government intended|he feared the measure would have little 
to keep Ireland within the scope of the eifect in the direction hoped for, but 
clause it was obviously necessary that would produce confusion and chaos, and 
they should make some provision to/dislocate trade all over the country. 
meet these cases. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 

*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) agreed that said the Attorney-General now de- 
there was some weight in the objection clared—as most Members who had 
that if Ireland were excluded from the looked into the subject knew before— 
clause she would remain open to the|that a returned immigrant who had 
landing of undesirables while England become naturalised in America would 
was closed. But what he particularly be in the position of an alien under the 
desired to call attention to was the way| Bill. The hon. and learned Gentleman 





in which the scope, expense, and difti- 
culties of the Bill were being made 
increasingly plain. Two ports had now 
been added tor Ireland, whereas none had 
been mentioned before, and both the 
Home Secretary and the Attorney-General 


‘had also admitted that that was a tair 
ground of complaint. Were the Com- 
/mittee justified in regarding that as an 
jundertaking on the part of the Attorney- 
|General that words should be introduced 
ito meet the case ? 





had acknowledged the validity of the) 
objections raised by his hon. friend. The Sirk ROBERT FINLAY. What I 
case for the Bill had never been made|said was that we were very desirous 
out, but if it had, the Bill ought to have|of introducing words with that object, 
been more thorough and to have covered and that if such a form of words could 
all the ports in the country. ‘be devised without prejudice to the 
general purpose of the Bill, the Gavern- 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said) ment would be willing to insert them. 
there was po doubt that this question | 
was one about which it was easy to speak} Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he would 
on the platform, and for which there was|take that as an undertaking that if 
no difficulty in suggesting general) words were proposed the Government 
remedies, but when one came to close| would insert them. 
quarters, it was seen that it was an 
extremely difficult matter to deal with. 
The provisions which had been so far sub- 
mitted to the Committee, instead of miti- 


gating would only increase the existing}, ¢ damage the general purpose of the 


difficulties and to a large extent dislocate |g), the Government would gladly insert 
trade. As to the prevention of the 414, | 


coming of undesirable lunatics and _ so} 


forth into Ireland, the Irish people. , 
would be very grateful to the right hon,, Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that was 


Gentleman if he could stop the depor-|? Very cautious statement, and he was 
tation of paupers from England to Ire- | Uwilling to abandon the discussion with- 
land—a_ practice of daily occurrence, |OUt a clear understanding that the 
and the subject of much complaint. Then| Government would do their best honestly 
with regard to the possession of return to meet this grievance. 

tickets. Hundreds of people, having! 

amassed a little money in America,) Sir ROBERT FINLAY. Certainly 
came back to Ireland with the intention we are going to endeavour to do it. 
oi remaining in the country; they con-,I do not think the hon. and learned 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he would 
endeavour to find a form of words, and 
if any form could be found which would 
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Member can reasonably ask me to go 
further than I have done. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he did 
not ask the Attorney-General to settle 
the words off-hand, but he did expect 
that when the proper portion of the Bill 
was reached words should be proposed 
to carry out the pledge just given. 
There now remained the broad question 
of whether Ireland ought to be included 
in the Bill. Personally he objected to 
the Bill, and if he had his way he would 
not enact it for either England or Ireland. 
But as a practical man he had to look 
at the matter from another point of view. 
If this measure, which for reasons he need 
not go into he regarded as a most objec- 
tionable one, was to be enacted for Great 
Britain, he was not in favour of the 
exclusion of Ireland, because if Ireland 
were excluded there would be the gravest 
possible danger of her being made the 
dumping-ground of undesirables, some 
of whom would attempt to filter through 
to England, but the great majority of 
whom would remain in Ireland. There- 
fore, he would advise his hon, friend to 
be content with the concession he had 
obtained on the narrower point and not 
divide on the Amendment. 


*Mr. HIGHAM (Yorkshire, W.R.., 
Sowerby) desired to point out how illusory 
were the promises made by the Home 
Secretary. The right hon. Gentleman 
stated that the possession of a return 
ticket would be a sufficient voucher to 
permit of a person landing. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I did not 
say that a return ticket would be so 
accepted at all. I said that I did not 
imagine that the class referred to by the 
mover of the Amendment would be shut 
out at all. I thought that they would be 
able to satisfy the immigration officer as 
to their status, and that the fact of their 
having relatives in Ireland would be a 
very great help to them in so doing. 


*Mr. HIGHAM submitted that these 
matters ought to be dealt with in the 
Bill; they ought not to depend upon 
conversations across the floor of the House. 
Whether Ireland were excluded or not 
the Bill would not apply as between 
England and Ireland, so that the 
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lunatics to whom reference had been 
made would not be affected. Having 
arrived in Ireland, say at Queenstown, 
they had merely to be transhipped to 
any boat trading or carrying passengers 
between [reland and England, and then 
their deportation from Ireland to Eng- 
land would be completed, as no one 
here could raise objection to the landing 
of a passenger from Ireland. This 
showed the enormous difficulties which 
faced the administration of this Bill. 
Thousands of people came over here 
on short holidays who were nituralised 
Americans and had been in America 
half their lifetime. They wished to 
spend a month or two in this country 
and they would be subjected to all the 
indignities of this Bill. They would have 
to prove that they had the means to 
maintain themselves, and prove also that 
they were not lunatics or idiots. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said that if he 
could devise words he would meet them, 
but the proper way to proceed would be 
to strike out the whole of that part of 
the clause. Lancashire and Yorkshire 
had against the Bill as it stood a grievance 
just as strong as Ireland. Cotton opera- 
tives went to the States, settled there, 
aid often in later life visited their friends 
in the North of England. They were to 
be faced with these most unreasonable 
proposals, and they asked at least that 
there should be omitted from the Bill 
Sub-section (3) (a) of the first clause, 
which was worded— 

‘«(3) For the purposes of this section an immi- 
grant shall be considered an undesirable 
lmmigrant— 

(a) if he cannot show that he has in his 
possession or is in a position to obtain 
the means of decently supporting him- 
self and his dependents (if any).” 

There would then be very little diffi- 
culty about the acceptance of the Bill on 
his side of the House. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) said he — under- 
stood that this Amendment dealt with 
Irish immigrants who returned fiom 
America and desired to spend a short 
time with their friends in Ireland, This 
matter had occupied the attention of the 
great shipping lines which carried these 
passengers, and it had been carefully 
brought to the notice of those concerned 
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that this class of immigrant was one with 
which it was most essential no inter- 
ference should take place. The same 
thing applied to the Scandinavians who 
were brought to Liverpool, and if that 
traffic was to be continued it was essen- 
tial that it should be free from irrita- 
ting and vexatious restrictions, At a 
later stage of the Bill he had an Amend- 
ment on the Paper which he hoped would 
receive favourable consideration at the 
hands of his right hon. friend, and that 
Amendment proposed to exempt alto- 
gether from the scope of this Bill steamers 
coming into our ports in that way which 
were able to satisfy the Government and 
the authorities that no undesirable immi- 
grants would be landed from them. He 
thought that was the only satisfactory 
way in which this great trade could be 
safeguarded from the operations of this 
Bill. No less than 167,000 of this class 
of passengers were brought yearly into 
Liverpool, and amongst them, with the 
exception of a lew immigrants rejected in 
the United States, what might be called 
the undesirable alien was a rara avis 
for whom no special legislation was 
needed. Anything like the wholesale in- 
spection of that traffic in the port of 
Liverpool would be most disastrous to 
that trade. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon, Member 
is dealing with a question which is 
hardly in order on this Amendment, which 
refers to Ireland and not to Liverpool. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLORsaid the Amend- 
ment he had down would come later on 
in Clause 1 and he thought it would 
meet this case. He hoped when they 
reached that part of the Bill, if ever they 
did reach it, that it might receive favour- 
able consideration. 


Question put, and agreed to, 


Mr. LOUGH said he hoped the Home 
Secretary would give due consideration 
tothe Amendment he was about to move. 
At the stage at which they had arrived 
the immigrant ship was now brought in, 
and he did not see why it should be 
brought in at all. Surely it would be 
better to strike out those words and leave 
the clause to apply generally rather than 
to a particular kind of ship. He thought 

Mr. Austin Taylor, 
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this objection would strike everybody 
who thought over the matter for a 
moment, According to this Bill an 
immigrant ship was one who broucht 
more than twenty passengers, but they 
had been warned that Amendments would 
be propesed to reduce the number to ten 
or fifteen. Moreover, there was already 
power in the Bill to reduce the number 
at the discretion of the Government 
Department. The immigrant ship was 
to be of a particular kind in which 
alien steerage passengers came over. 
British Members of the House as a rule 


40) 


knew nothing about the _ horrors 
5 
that might be cornected with 


immigrant ships. Years ago thev used 
to be called coffin ships, and what he 
wished to point out was that this Bill 
would tend to create a bad class of ship 
of that kind. The tendency of the trade 
was to carry these alien immigrants in 
the most splendid ships that crossed the 
ocean, and they provided them with good 
accommodation. If, however, this Bill 
became law they would be creating for 
this traffic a different kind of ship, and, 
moreover, the Home Secretary was retain- 
ing power to declare that a ship was not 
an immigrant ship if the owners satisfied 
him with regard to the regulations. 'There- 
fore a stigma would rest upon the immi- 
grant ship. He thought the House ought 
seriously to consider whether it was de- 
sirable to create a lower class of vessel 
like this, thus interfering with the 
humane tendency of carrying these poor 


people on the very best ships. He 
thought the Home Secretary would 


relieve himself of a very great difficulty 
if he would strike out the words ‘“ immi- 
grant ship.” These were very unsatisfa:- 
tory powers to give to a State Depart- 
ment, because there would be a tenden:yv 
to favour certain ports, and the introduc- 
tion of this “immigrant ship” consider- 
ably enlarged the scope of this undesirable 
tendency. If the right hon. Gentleman 
was going to make a concession on this 
point, he trusted that he would not do It 
after waiting till it had been discussed 
for an hour or two, but do it at once. 
It would considerably expedite the 
of the Bill if the Home 
Secretary would announce his concessions 
at once. He begged leave to move his 


progress 





Amendment. 
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Amendment proposed— |came to such a port as Hamburg 
“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words | he would be subjected to an eXamina- 
‘from an immigrant ship.’ ”—(Mr. Lough.) tion so thorough before being allowed 


: to embark that the eXamination in 
Question proposed, “That the words | the English port would not be so 
proposed to be left out stand part of the | costly as some hon. Gentlemen seemed to 
clause. | imagine. 
| 
Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said thev had | The question of free ports which had 
discussed this question upon an Amend. | been alluded to’ certainly aia sl 
ment which had already been under | difficulty. If, as hon. Gentlemen 
consideration, upon which he pointed out | Cuponste had suggested, abipawanase monte 
the effect of taking out those words, | °° able to devise means whereby they 
This particular Amendment attacked | would be able to land parties of immi- 
the prinviple of the Bill, and by adopting grants in one of these so-called free 
it hardship would be inflicted, inasmuch ports, a great evil would arise. It would 
as it would close to foreigners all the be necessary in that case to induce the 
ports of the United Kingdom except those authorities to establish machinery at the 
| ports where the traffic was being carried 


in which the machinery was set up. é : 
P on, and those who had had to deal with 


Mr. LOUGH said that in view of what | G0Vernment Departments knew that that 
the right hon. Gentleman had said he | Might be a matter of difficulty. Hon. 


would withdraw his. Amendment. | Members who supported the Bill should 
| bear in mind that if it became law the 


administration of it would not always 
necessarily be in friendly hands. Possibly 
‘some hon. Gentleman who now sat 
*MR. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, opposite might later on hold the position 
Hoxton) said he desired to move the | of Home Secretary, and it would be very 
Amendment which stood in his name. eas for a Home Secretary who was 
This was an Amendment to strengthen opposed to the provisions of the Bill 
the Bill, whereas the Amendments which 5 to frame the regulations as to render 
had been moved up to the present had the measure a dead letter; he could 
been designed to weaken it. He hoped the paise the number of immigrants 
Home Secretary would he able to give go as to allow aliens to arrive in small or 
them some assurance that he would reduce large numbers. His right hon. friend 
the number of aliens below twenty, He might by reducing the number be able to 
desired not only to restrain the admission prevent the infiltration of aliens in the 
of alien immigrants when they arrived in way hon. Gentlemen on his side of the 
large numbers, but also desired to prevent | House desired. He hoped his right 
them landing in England in small num- hon, friend would be able to give at this 
bers. Hethought undesirablealiensshould | .tacs some assurance that the wording of 
not be allowed to come to this country, the Bill would be so altered as to cover 
whether they came in batches of twenty not only the arrival of aliens in bulk 
orintwos and threes. It would be said that jut all undesirable aliens who came in 
if his Amendment were carried enormous smaller numbers. 
expense would be caused at the ports in 
providing the necessary machinery. This was not only a question of keeping 
Persons who had given attention to this | out criminals. It was also an economic 
subject knew that the real effect of the question. He was anxious to take this 
Bill would not be seen actually when the opportunity, the only one he had had of 
examination of the immigrants took speaking on the Bill in the House, to 
place in British ports. The real effect point out that, whether aliens arrived in 
would be seen in the countries whence large parties or threes or fours, if owing 
the immigrants came. The agencies to the lower standard of life and 
which now induced many of these un- the insanitary conditions under which 
fortunate people to come would no they lived an evil resulted, as he thought 
longer have the commercial incentive it did, then the Bill should be so framed 
they had at present. When anemigrant as to show the aliens that they would 


O 2 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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not be able to come here and pull down 
the standard of life of the working people 
of this country. <A great deal more 
might be said in support of the Amend- 
ment, but it was quite unnecessary to 
take up the time of the Committee, as 
this Bill had been fully discussed in most 
ofits aspects. The shipowning interest of 
which they had heard so much from the 
other side of the House was not inimical 
to the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 7, to leave out fiom 
the word ‘ship, to the word ‘given,’ in line 
9, and insert the words ‘without the leave 
of an immigration officer appointed under this 
Act.’”—(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS | said 
suggestion meant practically the setting 
up of machinery under the Bill at every 
port in the Kingdom, and for that 
reason alone he could not accept it. As 
he had explained again and again, the 
basis upon which the Bill was put for- 
ward was the dealing with the alien 
traffic in bulk. The figures in the Board 
of Trade Returns showed that the bulk 
of the traffic went on at avery few ports, 
and he did not wish to set up machinery 
the cost of which would be out of propor- 
tion to the advantage to be gained. It 
was not actually necessary to put this em- 
bargo on these free ports. Should events 


show a necessity, ports could be declared 
under the Bill and the number 
of immigrants might be modified. 


Suggestions had been made from both 
sides of the House that some such 
reduction in the figure would be 
necessary immediately. He acknow- 
ledged that when they came to discuss 
that clause he would consider whether 
the figure of twenty should not be re- 
duced so as to avoid an amendment of 
the Bill soon after it was passed. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said that after 
the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man he asked leaye to withdraw his 
Amendment. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that, whi'e they 


were anxious to make progress with this 
Mr. Claude Hay. 


this | 
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Bill, it was desirable to consider every 
Amendment on its merits. The Amend- 
ment moved by the hon. Member 
opposite was evidently to justify his 
position with his constituents, but from 
his own point of view it was logical, 
because it could. carry out the object 
which the Bill was intended to affect, 
It would keep out every undesirable 
alien from this country. At the same 
time, he insisted that the Bill, as it stood. 
would not affect that purpose, because 
undesirables could come in_ provided 
they were not in large parties. He was 
amused to hear the right hon, Gentleman 
talk of the increased expense that would 
be involved if the Amendment were 
adopted. He, himself, pointed that out 
last year, but that did not alarm the 
right hon, Gentleman; he was then the 
champion of increased expense. So that, 
after all, one result of the discussions on 
the Bill last year was to make a notable 
convert to economy. After that, he 
hoped no more would be heard about 
the obstructive tactics of the Opposition 
last year. He maintained that if the 
Government wanted to really carry out 
the professed objects of this measure, 


they were bound to have an immigration | 
officer at every port in the kingdom. 


Supposing a ship brought 5C0 immigrants 
and that fifty of them were rejected, and 
the shipowners were compelled to tak» 
them back to the port of embarkation 
what would happen? An enterprising 
agent would take charge of them and split 








od 


them up into three or four different | 


parties. The result would be that all of 
them would come into other ports in this 
country without any check. The fact 
was the whole Bill was a sham and 4 
humbug. He, himself, was opposed to the 
introduction of undesirable aliens, but they 
could not provide machinery to effectually 
achieve the purpose in view, although 
the Amendment of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite came nearer to accomplishing 
it than the Bill as it at present stood. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Home Secre- 
tary had made one or two remarks which 
gave some cause for alarm. In the first 
place, he was going toreduce the number 
of alien passengers to some figure below 
twenty. It was desirable to know, while 
this discussion was proceeding, what the 
new number was to be. Then he 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 
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not to delay longer in giving the Com-|- Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said it was 
mittee his full mind as to the number of | desired generally in the House that there 
ports he was going to list. | should be an opportunity of examining 
| the immigrants on land, but only on 
Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, | the condition that the immigrants dis- 
Cleveland) asked if the Home Secretary | embarked for that purpose did not pass 
denied that every undesirable alien who out of the hands of the shipowners. He 
had been rejected at one of the specified | begged to move the Amendment standing 
ports could not be prevented from coming | in his name on the Paper. 
in at any other port in the United | 
Kingdom ? | Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 1, line 10, after the word 
Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS was under- | ‘ship’ to insert the words ‘or elsewhere if the 
stood to say that he had stated over and immigrants are conditionally disembarked for 
over again that an undesirable who had | the purpose.'"—( Mr. Secretary Abers-Dougine.) 
been sent back to his own country could, | 
it he did not come in an “immigrant |}, 
ship,” return toa free portin thiscountry.| 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
there inserted.” 


. } IS i "4 ¢ ‘ j i 

Me. HERBERT SAMUEL said that if | (M® AUSTIN TAYLOR said. he did 
the Amendment now before the Commit- | 20’ WIS f0 Geta’n he Vommitree bY 
tee were rejected, and the right hon debating the merits of the Amendmnt, 
Gentleman adhered to the system in the whch he thonght would improve the 
Bill by which eight ports were listed, and — Pie tans g ie — = right 
the other ports were left open, the unde- “we ee Te See Seen. See ae 
cali ail aa acelll edaies Gomes adel th ad ruildings required and the conditional in- 
non-listed port where there was no inmi- | SPection and detention of the inmiguante 
gration officer antl no machinery to dissmbarkod should be provided at the 
reject him. The consequence would be cost of the shipping companies, A great 
deal cf solicitude for the immigrants had 


that the Bill would be perfectly futile for | : ; 
the object in view. I y | been displayed on both sides of the 


| House. 
Mr. J. A, PEASE (Essex, Saffron eS re : 

Walden) suggested that the difficulty Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 
might be got over without putting the | Hamlets, Whitechapel) asked whether his 
whole of this expensive machinery into Amendment should not come on at this 
operation in the non-listed ports. The | Point ? 
Government might appoint the port); | fans 
sanitary authority at the non-listed ports THE CHAIRMAN said that the Amend- 
who was always a medical officer—as| ment could not be moved unless a Resolu- 
the immigration officer for that port. tion was first pissed in Committee of 
In that way alien lunatics, imbeciles,| Ways and Means authorising the money 
and diseased persens would be rejected | payment. 


itti——_~tiuiimeieasie Ss. <a 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | this was the first time since the Bill had 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that the sugges- | been drafted that it had been made 
tion of his hon. friend had been considered | plain to the Committee that pro- 
last year, and it had been found to be | vision for the disembarkation of im- 
totally impossible to apply such a system | migrants for the purpose of inspection 
to the large night excursion traffic across | would be necessary. The right hon. 
the Channel. There were sometimes as | Gentleman definitely pointed out that 
many as 1,500 workmen carried at reduced | facilities for inspection would have to 
rates as passengers in the cross-Channel , be provided, and under these circum- 
steam:rs, and it would be absolutely im- | stances the question of the cost of those 
possible in such a case to carry cut the fac lities became important. The right 
proposal of his hon, friend. ; _hon. Gentleman had stated that the cost 
of keeping those immigrants was to fall 

Question put, and agreed to. ‘upon the shipping companies, and the 
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were also to beat the cost of erecting 
structures, temporary or permanent, for 
this inspection. Had they been con- 
templating the Bill as it originally stood 
he might not be disposed to press this 
matter, but this was a new departure, and 
the limits to which it was going to be 
pressed in the future were not clearly 
defined. It was better, therefore, at the 
outset to state the views of the shipping 
companies, They did not think it fair 
that the cost of erecting those buildings 
should be thrown on their shoulders. 


Tue CHAIRMAN said the particular 
Amendment before the House did not 
impose cost on anybody. It only 
sanctioned the landing. It was obvious 
something must be done afterwards, and 
the point that the hon. Member was 
raising would come later on, by tho 
Amendment of the hon. Member. 


submitted 
with the 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR 
that the Amendment dealt 


question of landing immigrants for the | 


purpose of appealing. But before the 
appeal was reached these immigrants 
might be temporarily disembarked for 
inspection to see if they were disqualified ; 
it was only when they were disqualified 
the question of appeal arose. He would 
propose to deal with the question by an 
Amendment suggesting that any accom- 
modation which might be provided for 
the purpose of such investigation should 
be provided by the Secretary of State. 


Tur CHAIRMAN said that would not 
be in order, because that would put a 
charge on the State. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR asked whether 
it would be in order to move an Amend- 
ment that the cost of constructing 
any accommodation required for such 
inspection should not be borne by the 
shipowners, 


Tar CHAIRMAN said it was extremely 
awkward to have to deal with an Amend- 
ment he had not seen, and suggested that 
the hon. Gentleman should set his Amend- 
ment down on paper, so that it might be 
considered while the Committee was 
discussing the Amendment now before it. 


Mr. WILLIAM 
(Liverpool, West Derby) appealed to 
Mr, Austin Taylor. 
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Secretary of State to add st 
the end of his Amendment the words, 
“for the purpose of inspection or 


| special inquiry.” As the words now stood, 


it was obvious that the places referred 
to could only be used for the purpose of 
inspection. But of those who landed at 
least 8 per cent. would have to be 
detained for inquiries to be made, and it 
was to enable these places to be used for 
both purposes that he suggested these 
words, 


Mr. LOUGH expressed the opinion 
that some of the difficulties felt by 
hon. Members opposite could be 
avoided if they would discuss briefly 
but intelligibly the Amendment of 
the Home Secretary. The right hon, 
Gentleman was meeting to a certain 
extent a suggestion which he (Mr, Lough) 
had made at an earlier stage. He had 
objected to the delay which might be 
caused to shipping by having this 
inspection on board, and he had sug- 
gested that the immigrants should be 
allowed to land and be examined on 
shore, The right hon. Gentleman having 
now made this proposal, this was the 
time to discuss the matter. It was not 
only a question for the shipowners but 
also for the public and trade generally to 
consider whether conditional landing 
should be allowed, and that was the 
object of the Amendment. He took 
leave to point out, however, that if the 
right hon. Gentleman compelled the 
shipping companies to bear the cost, 
they would take care that the 
buildings erected should be of an 
exclusive character and should only be 
used by those who paid for them. He 
contended that if a public institution of 
this character was to be set up it could 
only be set up at the cost of the Govern- 
ment or the municipalities. It would not 
be right or just to allow private indi- 
viduals, at their own cost, to founp 
institutions at certain places for public 
purposes. He thought the object of the 
hon. Member would be met, therefore, by 
discussing the difficulties of the situa- 
tion without formulating any particular 
Amendment. 


Mr. LEIF JONES asked for an ex- 
planation of the Amendment of the 
Secretary of State. He said complaint 
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had been made that hon. Members did| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
not read the Bill, and, therefore, he had | said he would submit that there was no 
very carefully read the clause in conjunc- | difference between the words “landing” 
tion with this Amendment, and the! and‘ disembarked.” Disembarked meant 
result was, as it seemed to him, the two | to land from a bark. [An Hon. Memper: 
together did not make sense, The clause | You may disembark into a boat.] He 
read— | begged pardon. Thev did not disembark 

“An immigrant... shall not be landed |into a boat. Disembark meant taken 
at any such port without the leave of that | from a ship and put on the land, and, 
officer given after an inspection of the im-| gonsequently, if this Amendment were 
migrants made by him on the ship.” | Re: : : 

8 ; | adopted, it would mean that an immigrant 
to which words the right hon. Gentleman | should not be landed until he had been 
proposed to add— | inspected by an officer on being landed 

“Or elsewhere if the immigrants are con- for thit purpose. It wasa contradiction 
ditionally disembarked for the purpose.” |}in terms. It was really enacting that he 
‘was both to be landed and not to be 
|landed. He submitted to the acumen 
| and lexicographical knowledge of the 
Attorney-General that really and truly 


to say that an immigrant shou'd not be | ihe Amendment defeated the first part 
allowed to Jand until after an inspection | db tia dea 


had been made on board ship or else- | 


where which must mean on land, | Sm ROBERT FINLAY said he was 
| very much afraid that the hon. Member 
Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- | for the Appleby Division had overlooked 
pool, Exchange) said he thought a dis-| the Amendment which stood lower down 
tinction was to be drawn between a) onthe Paper in the name of the Home 
landing and a conditional landing. A | Secretary, who proposed, at the end cf line 
landing, under certain conditions, might | 22 of the clause, to insert the words “ but 
be revoked, and in that case the immi-| an immigrant conditionally disembarked 
grants would have to be returned to the | shall not be deemed to have been landed 
ship. so long as the conditions are complied 
| with.” He was glad the matter gave 


*Mr. EMMOTT asked the Chairman’s | on. Gentlemen opposite so much harm- 


ruling as to whether the Amendment | less amusement, but there was really 
was in order or not. no difficulty about it. Sub-section 2 of 


| Clause 2 gave power to the Secretary of 
State to make rules with respect to the 
Tun CHAIRMAN was understood to | conditional landing of immigrants for the 
reply that he would give his ruling | purpose of appeals or otherwise. If hon. 
shortly. | Members would look at the matter with 
the desire to see how the thing would 
Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said he} work, they would at once be alive to the 
had an Amendment on the Paper to} fact that, if they allowed a man to be 
provide that a conditional landing should | landed, he might go where he pleased. 
not be a landing under the Bill. He had his liberty to go into any part of 
the United Kingdom and was no longei 
Mk, FORDE RIDLEY (Bethnal Green, Under any survellanes whatever, | Gut, 
papi 5 : . © as é asses B 
S.W.) said that the word “ disembarking , convenient, before he ae let loose, if he 
made perfect sense. It was not a land- might use the expression, in the United 
sated | Kingdom, that the examination should 
‘take place, not on board ship, but on 
Tue CHAIRMAN: I think the word) shore. For that purpose he was to be 
“landing” in the first line of the clause | conditionally disembarked, but his con- 
means a permanent landing, and that ditional disembarkation was not to 
the words of the Amendment provide for | amount to a landing, enabling him to pro 
a conditional landing only. | ceed where he liked. It was extremely easy 


He did not raise this as a point of 
order but to ask for some explanation, as 
it appeared to him that they were asked 
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to make very small jokes on the subject, 
and he did not grudge hon. Members 
opposite any amusement they could de- 
rive from those jokes, though he thought 


the amusement was almost entirely 
confined to their authors. 

%* Mr. GIBSON BOWLES © said he 
desired to fortify himself in the 


definition he had given of the word 
“disembarked” by a quotation from the 
latest lexicographical authority, which 
his noble friend the Member for Green- 
wich had just handed to him. The 
Oxford Dictionary defined “disembark” 
as ‘to put ashore from a ship, to land,” 
Would that satisfy his hon. and learned 
friend the Attorney-General ? 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he was 
much obliged to his hon, friend, but if 
he could tear himself away from his 
literary studies for a moment, he 
thought he would find it more ger- 
mane to the subject to look at the 
regulations in force in the country where 
this practice was in actual operation 
than to be turning up dictionaries. 
Article 4 of the regulations in force in 
the United States provided that when- 
ever it should be necessary, in making 
the examination of immigrants, tem- 
porarily to remove them from the 
vessel to a desirable vlace for examina- 
tion— 

“Such immigrants shall not be regarded as 
Janded so long as they are undergoing exami- 
nation and are under the control of an ofticer, 
and such removal shall not be considered a 


landing during the vendency of any question 
relating to the examination.” 


THe CHAIRMAN said that as this 
philological discussion had arisen out of 
a point of order he might say that in his 
opinion there was sufficient distinction 
between “‘landed” and ‘conditionally 
disembarked” to allow the Amendment 
tC proceed. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said he desired 
to direct the attention of the Committee 
to the important question of who was to 
provide this aceemmodation. The ship- 
owners obje:ted to the expense being put 
on their shoulders and desired that it 
should be borne by the community, for 
whose benefitit was incurred. A Resolu- 
tion authorising the expenditure cf money 


Sir Robert Fin'ay. 


{COMMONS} 
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under this Bill would, he understood, be 
submitted to the House, and he hoped 
that, between now and the introduction 
of that Resolution, the Home Secretary 
would reconsider the matter and propose 
that the expense necessitated by the 
provision of this accommodation shou'd 
be borne by the community. 
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Mr. BRYCE asked if they were right 
in understanding from the Government 
that the cost of this provision was to be 
borne by the shipowners. If that we.c 
so, he should like to know how it was to 
be arranged that the shipowners shou'd 
find quarters. Immigrants would have 
to be kept, so to speak, in bond. That 
task it might be possible for the Govern- 
ment to carry out; but it would be very 
difficult for the shipowner to carry it out. 
In the United States the difficulty was 
met by the Government dealing with 
the mutter. The emigrant ships were 
obliged to send tenders disembarking the 
emigrants upon an island, It was very 
desirable that the Home Secretary should 
say what facilities were to be given to 
shipowners to enable them to provide or 
to obtain the necessary accommodation. 
Another question was as to the provision 
to be made by the Act for preventing 
the escape of immigrants and for com- 
pelling them to re-embark in case of their 
rejection. In the United States all that 
was done by the Government, but here, 
apparently, it was to be the duty of the 
shipowner. What powers would ship- 
owners have in this country for the pur- 
pose of compelling a rejected immigrant 
to re-embark? As far as he could see, 
there was no provision whatever in that 
respect in the Bill. 


Me. AKERS-DOUGLAS said that on 
the previous evening he was asked 
whether the Government intended to pro- 
vide facilities at the landing stages for 
the purpose of examination or for any 
purpose under the Act. He siid then 
that it was not the intention of the 
Government to ask the community to 
make such provision. In the United 
States the circumstances were entirely 
different from those existing here. There 
these facilities were undoubtedly provided 
by the State, but a tax was levied on 
each immigrant. Here it was a concession 


| to the shipowner that the examination 
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should rot take place on board ship. The | this country. It was convenient to say 
profit arising from this trade put a con- | 
siderable sum into the pockets of the | 
shipowners, and if these further facilities | 
were des‘red by them they ought not to be | 
| consider this question not only on account 


provided at the expense of the community. 
He was advised by the shipowners that 


practically all the necessary facilities | 


existed in the principal ports to which 
the ships carrying immigrants came. They 


themselves had depots and warehouses at | 
the quay side. Therefore, he did not | 


think any serious hardship or expense 


was likely to be placed on the shipowners. | 
But if expense was incurred by them it | 


must be regarded as a payment for the 
purpose ot avoiding eximination on 


board ship. 


*Mr. STUART SAMUEL said it was 


very well for the Home Secretary to | ) 
'to sex until there hid been an inspec- 


consider mainly the expense of these 
buildings, but the immigrant had also 
got to be considered. These examina- 


that the shipping companies would pay 
it, but eventually the charge would 
have to be paid by the passengers, He 
hoped the Home Secretary would re- 


of the shipping companies, but also 
from the point of view of the transmi- 
grants, who would not come through tbis 
country if they were subjected to the 
hardships imposed under this clause. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said he 
wished to direct the Home Secretary’s 
attention to what appeared to him to be 
an analogous case, and that was the 
regulations of the Merchant Shipping 
Act in regard to the inspection which 
took place at the present time. Section 
360 of the Merchant Shipping Act  pro- 
vided that no emigrant ship should go 


‘tion of the emigrants by a medical 
| practitioner, and it was als» laid down 


tions would have to take place on the | 
cheap, otherwise the cost to the country | 


would be greater than a continuance of 
th» present evils. The expenses of 


that the inspection should take place oa 
board or at such convenient place as 
the emigration officer appointed. Ti the 


| o‘licer appointed a place onshore he took 


would be so great that it would be far | 


more economical to grant an old-age 
pension to every alien at present main- 
tiined at the cost of the State. 
cording to th’s proposal the immigrant 


Ac- | 


was to be detained by the direction of the | 


Government, and the shippirg companies 
were to provide the accommodation and 
house him. The right hon. Gentleman 
spoke about the examination taking 
place upon the quay side. Did the Home 


| not do, 
| cases provision already existed the right 


Secretary propose that women and child- | 


ren, and people suffering from sea_ sick- 
ness, should be examincd on the quay 
side? Frequently these 
landed in the middle of the night. They 


had been told that the Bill would not | 


people were | 


disturb the transmigrants, but was it likely | 


that they would continue to come via | 
this country if they could be taken as | 
cheaply by other lines which did not | 


come to our ports? British lines 
could now carry these transmigrants 
cheaper than foreign lines, but if the 
hardships of this Bill were put upon 
the shipowners they would have to charge 
more for passengers and there was a 
great danger that the whole of this 
valuable carrying trade would be lost to 





carrying into operation this measure | !¢ that the expens» was defrayed by the 


public. He did not see how the officer 
could appoint a place maintained by the 
shipowaer. H» maintained that accommo 
dation provided in the public in erest 
oaght to be provided at the public cost. 


Mr. LOUGH said it ought to be clear 
to the Home Seerctary that the explani- 
tion he had given oi this matter would 
Even admitting that in most 


hon. Gentleman would have to provide 
for the remaining cises. He wished 
to point out that at the present 
time two dollars was charged in 
America to the shipowners upon every 
immigrant landed, ard out of that sum 
an asylum for them was kept up. 
The place provided for this purpose 
in New York cost about £90,000 a 
year, and he understood that the 
cost had been doubled quite recently. 
Did the Home Secretary mean to allow 
the port authorities to levy on the 
shipowners a certain charge in respect of 
each immigrant, and then out of the 
fund to establish inspection premises ? 
It was perfectly clear that a public 
establishment would be absolutely 
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necessary. It would not do to havea 
private institution which might be 
organised by the shipowners, and which 
they would use for private purposes. 
The establishment need not be provided 
at the cost of the public; it might be 
done at the cost of the shipowners. Of 
course, the cost would fall indirectly on 
the immigrants, because the shipowners 
would pass it on to them. It was now 
time to say openly whether the estab- 
lishment was to be a public institution. 
The shipowners had gone to the Home 
Secretary in secret and had accepted 
from him an arrangement that would 
not work—at least he thought it would 
not work. If a charge was levied on 
immigrants at our ports our transmigra- 
tion shipping traffic would be destroyed, 
Ships would be run direct from Hamburg, 
Trieste, and other ports, and the aliens 
going to America would not pass through 
this country. 





Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
the hon, Member for West Islington had 
at great length dealt in about ten speeches 
that afternoon with various points which 
were not before the Committee at the 
particular moment he made them. 
[Cries of “ Order,.”’] 


Mr. DALZIEL: Who are you that you 
should lecture Members ? 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
the point before the Committee was 
whether the words proposed by the 
Home Secretary should or should not be 
accepted. What was the suggestion ? 
It was that an alternative should be 
given by way of conditional landing, 
and that if it was found convenient the 
inspection should take place on shore 
instead of on board ship. What would 
happen in practice would be that if the 
inspection took place on the ship it would 
be a matter that would not take long, 
while if it took place on shore it would 
not take much longer. But if some 
immigrants had to be detained for 
inquiry they might be detained for a 
week or a fortnight. There would be no 
necessity for large buildings where people 
would have to be kept, maintained, and 
fed. It would simply be a place where 


medical inspection would take place. 
The difficulty would be got rid of by 
Mr. Lough. 


{COMMONS} 
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taking the bond of the shipowner to 
take care of the immigrant until it was 
seen whether the inquiry was satisfactory 
or not, 
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Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said the 
hon. Gentleman who spoke last and also 
the Home Secretary had treated this 
matter too lightly. If they were going 
to pass the Bill let it be a real Bill, 
What was it going to do? These 
aliens were to be examined about their 
health, their means, their capacity to 
labour, and their moral character, and did 
the right hon. Gentleman think that this 
could be done in a moment, especially 
remembering that most of these people 
spoke in a language probably unknown 
to the immigration officer? Either the 
right hon. Gentleman was going to do 
things properly or he was not. How 
about those aliens who would be retained ? 
They were told that in America 8 per 
cent. were retained. What was going to 
be done with them? They could not all 
be put back on board the ship, Surely 
the House would see that they were face 
to face with the necessity of providing 
very expensive machinery, and they had 
aright to see that what they wished to 
do was worth doing at this cost. It was 
simply ridiculous to think of turning 
these people into a corner of a shed pro- 
vided by the shipowner. He challenged 
shipowners to show where there was 
accommodation in any port of England 
for the purpose. What would happen? 
These people would be badly treated and 
the consequence would be that they would 
not come this way. Within the last few 
months he had seen advertisements at 
railway stations in Russia and Germany 
warning emigrants that it would be very 
much better not to go through England, 
but to go direct by German lines, because 
they would have less trouble. Unless the 
conditions to which we subjected them 
were civilised the trade would be driven 
away. It was perfectly absurd for the 
Government to try to ride two horses. 


They were pretending to do some- 
thing, but they would not pay the 


money to do it properly. The Home 
Secretary said that the shipowners told 
him of places where the immigrants could 
be accommodated. Where were those 
places? He did not believe they existed ; 
but ifsuch places were not provided 
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great damage would be done to a most | 


important trade. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 


said he appealed to the right hon. Gen- | 


tleman to require that any accommoda- 
tion necessary to shipowners for carrying 


on their trade should be provided by | 


them and not by the public. It would 
be as unreasonable for shipping companies 
to ask that the public should provide 
accommodation which the law required 
should be made as it would be for railway 
companies to ask that the public should 
provide railway stations. He would be 


sorry to put any impediment in the way | 


of any lawful trade, but the chief 
hope he had was that the beneficial 
effect of this measure would be that it 
would make shipowners more careful as 
to the class of immigrants they brought 
to this country, and he was not going to 
support ary step that would make it 


unduly easy for them to disregard 
precautions which were absolutely 


necessary. He hoped the right hon. 
(ientleman would persist in requiring 
that any accommodation for carrying on 
this dustry should be provided by the 
parties who got the profit. 


Mr. RITCHIE (Croydon) said it had 
been his fate to attempt more than once, 
both at the Local Government Board and 
at the Home Office, to deal with this 


question of alien immigration, and he had | 
never been able to satisfy himself about | 
any Bill he had ever produced, because of | 


the enormous difficulties in the way. He 
might say that this particular question 
presented to him cne of the greatest 
difficulties which a measure of the kind 
could contain. 
been in favour of a Bill of this sort, and it 
had seemed to him in the past, and still 
seemed to him, 


the action of thedockecompanies, Those 


companies now provided accommodation | 


for ships and cargoes and passengers, 
and although he did not say that it was 
an} entirely satisfactory solution of the 
question, yet he felt pretty sure that the 
dock companies, wishing to attract as 
much custom to their docks as they 
could, would in the end be found ready 
to provide such reasonable accommoda- 
tion as would be necessary for landing 
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Of course, he had always | 


that the least difficult | 
solution of this point was to be found in | 
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| immigrants. No doubt they would have 
| to be paid for it, but he did not think the 
‘charge would be high. He thought 
that the right hon. Gentleman was right 
in saying that this should not be a public 
charge. 


Mr. DALZIEL said it was useful to 
have the admission of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Croydon that, 
with all his experience, he could not him- 
self draft or agree on a Bill to deal with 
the question now under discussion. The 
present Government were not quite so 
difficult to please. The Home Secretary 
disclosed the fact that an enormous 
amount of cost would be incurred if 
the Amendment were adopted. Had 
the right hon. Gentleman considered 
on whom the responsibility was to rest 
of deciding whether the immigrants were 
to be landed conditionally or to remain 
on board ship? Who was the authority 
to decide whether the examination should 
take place on ship or on shote 2 
Obviously it would be the desire of thie 
captain of the ship to get rid of his cargo 
as soon as possible. There might be 
from 8C0 to 1,000 immigrants in that one 
ship and all had got to be examined by 
one officer. They had to be examined 
as to their mental capacity and physical 
‘condition; inquiries had to be made as 
to whether they had been convicted 
| before coming into this country, and 
soon. How long was that examination 
going to take, for each person would 
occupy a considerable portion of time ? 
Again, they might be landed late at 
night, and accommodation would have to 
| be provided for them, for they would have 
to sleep somewhere. Who was to provide 
the food for the immigrants when on 
/land, because the contracting shipping 
company had discharged its obligation 
when the immigrants stepped ashore ? 
He presumed that the examining officer 
'could not be a doctor and a general 
magistrate at the same time. In last 
year’s Bill they were to have a beard of 
examiners. Again, who was to be 
responsible for the immigrants while they 
were on shore? Were they going to be 
surrounded with a regiment of soldiers, or 
planted in compounds, or put into sheds 
like cattle, each one in a stall 2? Who was 
to be responsible if a “number of them 
escaped in the course of examination ? 
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There were many other points which had 
not been considered by the Government. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Home 
Secretary had made a good deal of the fact 
that the State was not to pay the cost; 
that the port authority would benefit 
from this traffic, and obviously it ought 
to pay. The right hon. Member for 
Croydon thought that the dock com- 
panies should pay; but only in very rare 
cases would these companies gain any 
advantage. Did the Home Secretary 
contemplate that the local rates should 
bear any portion of this great expense ? 
Who was the authority who would have 
to decide whether the examination should 
tike place on board or on shore? Who 
would be responsible for the immigrants 
conditionally landed 2? Who would pro- 
vide the necessary staff? Who would 
pay the expenses of the immigrants until 
they were allowed to pass through ?- Who 


was to pay the expenses of immigrants 


who wished to appeal if they were re- 
jected? The right hon. Gentleman had 
not a single supporter for his proposal to in- 
crease expenditure. The right hon. Gentle- 
min the Member for Croydon disagreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman. An 
hon. Gentleman opposite said that the 
expense would fall on the shipowners, and 
that was a matter which they ought to 
bear in mind. 


{COMMONS} 





| 


| 


| 


| disappear. 
|immigrants on_ shore, 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said that | 


the Committee should get Answers to the 


very pertinent Questions put by his right | 


hon. friend. He agreed with the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Croydon 
that this Amendment was unworthy of 
a Cabinet Minister. It was another 
illustration of the absolutely unworkable 
character of tne Bill. He would under- 
take, if not to drive a coach and six, at 
Jeast to steer a whole fleet of immigrant 
ships, all loaded with undesirable im- 
migrants, through this clause. Who was 
to determine whether an immigrant was 
to be disembarked or not ? When the 
immigrant was conditionally disembarked 
who was to provide the necessary 
accommodation for him? Who was to 
keep him? Who was to provide the 
compound? Next, supposing that such 
an immigrant escaped while the 
immigration officer was prosecating his 
inquiries, was there any legal authority 


Mr. Dalziel. 
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for a constable to arrest him and take 
him back? Again, supposing that the 
immigrant conditionally landed was not 
a fit and proper person to enter this 
country, whose duty was it to put him 
back on the ship? What agent of the 
law or representative of the shipowner 
would be authorised to use force ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that as 
the conditional landing was for the con- 
venience of the shipowner, who wished 
to obviate the detention of his ship, it 
would be for him to say whether he 
wished his immigrants to be condition- 
ally landed. 


Mr. DALZIEL said his point was, 
would the captain of a ship be allowed 
to determine the time the immigrants 
should land without consulting the con- 
venience of the examining authorities. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that was 
provided for in the regulitions. As it 
was for the convenience of the ship- 
owner he would have to find the neces: 
swy accommodation on shore, or arrange 
it with the dock companies, who 
would certainly provide the facilities 
for this traffic which the law r-quired. 
All the difficulties conjured up would 
As to the boarding of the 
that must be 
settled between the immigrants and the 


‘or 


shipowners, He quite agreed that such 





| would be 


expenses were not to be thrown on the 
National Exchequer or on the rates. It 
monstrous if the taxpayer 
were to|be mulcted to save the pocket of 
the shipowner on whom the law had 
thrown this obligation. As to the escape 
of an immigrant conditionally disem- 
barked, the second elause provided that 
the master of the ship should give 
security in the case of immigrants con- 
ditionally landed. He admitted that 
the clause did not provide for the re- 
capture of the escaped immigrant, 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again 
this evening. 
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(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed, 


“Tn page 1, line 10, after the word ‘ship,’ to 
insert the words ‘or elsewhere if the immi- 
vrants are conditionally disembarked for the 
purpose.’ ”—(.Mr, Secretary Akers- Douglas.) 


Question again proposed, ‘ That those | 


words be there inserted.” 


*Mr. FORDE RIDLEY said the 
Amendment proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman raised a question of great 
importance to the shipping industry. 


Although they were anxious that no | 
injustice should be done to that great | 
which | 


matter 
dispassionately 


industry this 
should 


was a 
be considered 
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immigrants being landed on the quay, 
immigrants who were for the most part, 
or wholly, women and children and all 
suffering from disease, was an 
exaggerated picture. He would welcome 
the application of the American system 
at our ports, but unfortunately that 
system could not be enforced owing to 
the cost of levying a tax on all 
‘immigrants arriving in this country, 
| while if it was suggested that we 
| should levy a tax on immigrants arriving 
in bulk only, hon, Members opposite 
would immediately say that we levied a 
tax on the poor, which we did not 
| attempt to levy on those who were in 
| better circumstances, 
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Mr. MARKHAM (Nottinghamshire, 
| Mansfield) rose to a point of order, and 
asked whether the hon. Member was 
justified in entering into the question of 
United States taxation on immigrants 
mainly for the purpose of wasting time. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox): Isita Parliamentary expression 
deliberately to accuse any Member of 
wasting time ? 


or without prejudice, because if this | 


Bill was to become a workable Act 
it was esseatial that this difficulty should 
be disposed of in some way or other. 
It had already been shown that it might 
become necessary to provide accom- 
modation at certain ports where aliens 
might be taken care of for a few 
hours, or even a few days, pending 
the inspection. 
such accommodation was to be provided 


with the least hardship to the shipping | 


companies. One of the objections urged 
against the Amendment was that it 
would give preferential treatment to 
certain shipping companies, He main- 


tained that no stronger argument coald | 


be urged in favour of the measure, 
because it was a fact that a large 
proportion of the immigrants arrived 
here in German and Danish bottoms. 
The British ships which carried 
immigrants to this country were not 
immigrant ships at all, they were mere 
cargo vessels travelling to certain 
ports for the purpose of picking up 
their cargoes and taking a_ few 
passengers. The pictures drawn by the 
hon. Member for Kirkcaldy of a thousand 


The question was how | 


Tue CHAIRMAN: It is an expression 
that I have heard used in the House, 
| thought I deprecate its use very much. 


Mr. MARKHAM: 


| obvious. 


It is perfectly 


*Mr. FORDE RIDLEY warmly pro- 
tested against the insinuation of the hon. 
|Member that he was deliberately 
wasting time, and said that at the 
time he was interrupted by the hon, 
Member he had actually finished 
with that point. The question seemed 
to him to resolve itself into this. Certain 
accommodation had to be provided by 
somebody. The question was, what was 
the accommodation necessary? Was it 
as eXtensive as had been stated, and 
would the cost of providing it be so grea 
| that the shipping interest could not bear 
| it? It seemed to him that if anybody would 
| be hit by the expense of landing these 
| immigrants it would be the foreign com- 

petitor of the British shipowner and not 
the British shipowner himself. it was 
the Danish and German shipowners who 
| brought the bulk of theze people to our 
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shores, and, that being so, he could not 
see why hon. Gentlemen opposite should 
object to the burden being placed on the 
foreign shipping companies who, in his 
opinion, were quite capable of taking care 
of themselves, and who would no doubt 
take precautions at the ports of embarka- 
tion to see that men who were lunatic, 
idiotic, who suffered from loathsome 
disease, or who were likely to become a 
charge upon the rates, were not taken on 
board their ships with the likelihood of 
their being thrown back on their hands 
when they reached this country, with the 
obligation to take them back again. 
It was quite possible that if such 
a thing occurred the foreign shipping 
companies would find it very difficult to 
get rid of the rejects of this country. 
A foreign shipowner who recklessly 
embarked a lot of undesirable aliens 
might find them on his hands for a 
long period before he found an oppor- 
tunity of getting rid of them. In his 
opinion much of the criticism of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite had been criticism 
not of a constructive kind. Not one 
suggestion had been made which would 
help the shipowners out of this difficulty. 
Of course nobody liked to have to pay 
the bill, but somebody would have to, 
and the question was, Who should bear 
the burden? This would not be so irk- 
some a charge as it had been attempted 
to make out, and he thought that after 
the Bill had been in operation for a few 
weeks it would be found to work 
smoothly and without injustice either to 
the community at large or the British 
shipowners. 


Mr. RENWICK said he was extremely 
grateful to the Home Secretary for the 
concession he had made to the ship- 
owners in allowing immigrants to be 
landed for the purpose of inspection. If 
a shipowner brought into this country 
goods on which duties were levied, as 
soon as the ship arrived the Custom-house 
officer went on board and took good care 
that the goods did not leave the ship 
until the duty was paid or the goods 
put into bond. 


Mr. MARKHAM: Make them bonded 
immi,rants. 


Mr. Forde Ridley. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. RENWICK said the shipowner in 
the same way would have to give a bond 
that inthe case ofimmigrantshe would duly 
carry out the law. He would have to 
give a guarantee for the safe custody of 
allimmigrants that he brought to this 
country. The competition between the 
various ports was very keen, and wherever 
there was a trade to a port and another 
port was jealous and wished to have a 
share of it they advertised facilities 
Cattle coming fromthe River Plate and 
Canada were put into lock-up carriages 
which were provided by the municipality, 
thus showing very conclusively that the 
port authorities took very good care to 
provide facilities for carrying on that 
trade. He felt confident that in connec- 
tion with the importation of aliens the 
shipowner would undertake to have a 
proper examination. At the present time, 
although this Bill was not in force, if 
there was a case of infectious disease the 
captain was not allowed to land any 
passengers until certain formalities had 
been complied with. Under the Bill, a 
shipowner bringing a certain number of 
immigrants into the country would give 
notice to have them examined, and 
probably 90 per cent. of the number would 
have been passed by the medical officer 
before the ship cast anchor in London. 
That 90 per cent. would be free to go 
ashore and the remainder would stay to 
undergo further examination. Then, was 
there any hardship that undesirables 
should be sent back to their own country ? 
We had sufficient undesirables here al- 
ready, as could be seen by a perusal of our 
pauperism statistics, It would be found 
that there were more people in our 
workhouses at the present time than ever 
before. He quoted that in order to give 
an answer to the arguments of hon. 
Members opposite who displayed such 
extreme solicitude for undesirable aliens. 
For his part, he felt that we already had 
sufficient undesirables in this country and 
he did not wish the number to be in- 
creased. The Bill in no way interfered 
with immigrants in transit to other 
countries. He further felt confident that 
as soon as the Bill became law ship- 
owners would become their own inspectors 
and take precautions to prevent their 
ships bringing undesirable aliens into this 
country. Assoon as this Bill became law 
the shipowners would be able to put 
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sujlicient pressure upon the harbour 
authorities to induce them to grant 
facilities for dealing with the traffic. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR thought hon. 
Members would acquit him of any desire 
to press the interests of a particular 
trade against the well-being of the general 
community by the action he had taken 
in raising this question of expense. A 
concession had been made in the matter 
ot disembarkation, but that concession, 
after all, was only in accordance with 
elementary considerations of public con- 
venience. He had not raised any ques- 
tion as to the maintenance of immigrants 
during their detention; his only point 
had been that it was most unfair that 
the shipowners should be put to the cost 
of erecting the buildings necessary for the 
detention of the immigrants. Under the 
Aliens Bill of last year, which met with 
so untimely a death, it was provided that 
the Secretary of State might, with the 
sinction of the Treasury, provide such 
accommodation as might be required at 
any port for the temporary detention of 
Surely what was right in 
principle last year could not be wrong 
this year. No doubt the shipping trade 
spoke with a divided voice on the subject, 
but, as representing the shipping lines of 
Liverpool, he was requested to press the 
matter. It was not, however, particularly 
a Liverpool question; it should be 
looked at from the point of view of 
principle, and regarding it in that light 
he thought the accommodation, so far as 
buildings were concerned, should be pro- 
vided by the State. An exactly parallel 
case was the provision of quarantine 
stations; they, like this Bill, were for 
the protection of the public from possibly 
dangerous elements, but whoever heard of 
their cost being borne by the shipowners ? 
It might be possible for the shipowners 
to recover from the trade the additional 
cost that was to be thrown upon them, 
but that would be making the English 
ports more difficult and expensive and 
less attractive to the trade. Foreign 
countries had done everything in the 
way of making improvements at the 
public expense to cheapen their terminal 
ports. In this country all that was left 
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to private enterprise, with the result that 
British shipowners had to bear more than 
It would, 


their favoured rivals abroad. 
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therefore, be well to consider, from the 
point of view of preserving the trade of 
the country, whether it was wise to press 
still more unduly upon the shipping 
interest. 


Me. MARKHAM said that the proceed- 
ings since nine o'clock had been a farce, as 
all the talk was directed solely to the 
purpoce of wasting time. 


Mr. RENWICK rose to a point of 
order, He deeply resented the remark ot 
the hon. Member. He had taken part 
in the debate since nine o’clock, and he 
ventured to say that he did not mean it 
to bea farce, and he hoped the Chair- 
man would rule that it was not a farce. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: I very greatly 
deprecate charges from one sde or 
another about waste of time, and I hope 
they will not be made again. 


Mr. MARKHAM said he would sub- 
stitute “tragedy” for “farce” if it 
satisfied hon. Members opposite. But 
he had seen the Patronage Secretary on 
the Treasury Bench, ason many previous 
occasions, look round for Members to 
continue the debate. 


Mr. RENWICK said that neither 
directly nor indirectly was he asked to 
speak by the Patronage Secretary or 
anybody else. He spoke as a Member 
of the House. 


Mr. FORDE RIDLEY, rising to a point 
of order, asked whether the description of 
a debate of the House as a farce was a 
Parliamentary expression. 


Tus CHAIRMAN : The expression has 
been used occasionally; I think it is an 
unfortunate one but I cannot say it is 
un- Parliamentary. 


Mr. MARKHAM, who was received 
with Ministerial cries of “ Withdraw,” 
said he should withdraw nothing. What 
he had said was perfectly correct, as 
every hon. Member knew. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: I hope the hon. 
Member will turn his attention to the 
consideration of the Amendment. 
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Mr. MARKHAM said he had sup- 
ported the Second Reading of the Bill 


and wished to see it become law. But | 


the House had reached only the tenth 
line of the Bill, and if much more rapid 
progress was not made with it he could 
only come to ihe conclusion that the 
Government were not anxious to see it 
upon the Statute-book. 


| to bear. 


THe CHAIRMAN: I must ask the) 
hon, Member to come to the Amendment. 


Mr. MARKHAM said that with regard 
tothe Amendment before the Committee, | 
he thought that where a shipowner took | 
every possible precaution to see that the 
immigrants he brought to this country 
were of a desirable character, and it was 
afterwards found that they were of bad 
character, the cost ought not to be borne 
by the shipowner. But unless the 
Amendment were adopted it would not 
be to the interest of the shipowners to 
take precaution against carrying un- 
desirable aliens. He thought it would 
bea reasonable thing to introduce a clause | 
to give a rebate to the shipowner who. 
could show that he had taken every 
possible means to find out whether the 
people he was bringing into the country | 
were respectable. In the United States 
shipowners made every possible inquiry, 
knowing thatif they brought in un- | 
desirables they would have to bear the 
cost. 


In reply to Mr. J. F. Hope (Sheffield, 
Brightside) who asked a Question the 
terms of which were inaudible in the 
Press Gallery, 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that in | 
addition to the security taken from the | 
master of the vessel there were other 
provisions in the Bill in reference to the 
escape of immigrants from detention. 
From Section 10 (5) and Section 7 (1) it 
would be seen that an immigrant was 
liable to be dealt with as arogue and 
vagabond if he escaped from the con- 
ditional landing. Further, Section 7 (3) 
provided that— 


‘* Any immigrant who is conditionally landed 

. shall be liable to be kept in custody in 

such manner as the Secretary of State directs 

and whilst in that custody ‘shall be deemed 
to be in legal custody.” 
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Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
| berwell, Peckham) hoped the Govern- 
ment would not accede to the request 
of the hon. Member for the East 
|'Toxteth Division. He was the last man 
who would wish to impose an unjust 
burden upon any industry, but on the 
other hand he had no desire to place on 
the taxpayer a charge that he ought not 
Personally he did not think 
any buildings would have to be erected 
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at all for this purpose. 


Me. AUSTIN TAYLOR: 
is the provision in the Bill ? 


Then why 


Str FREDERICK BANBURY said 
the provision was inserted solely for the 
convenience of the shipowner. ‘The ship- 
owner could easily protect himself, as there 
was no obligation upon him to receive 
people who he thought would be rejected 
as undesirables. The hon, Member had 
not advanced any sufficient reason for an 
alteration of the Amendment in the 
manner suggested. 


Lord Epmunp Fitzmaurice (Wilt- 
shire, Cricklade) rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put,” but the Chair- 
man withheld his assent, and declined 


then to put that Question. 


Mr. DALZIEL pointed out that the 
discussion had proceeded for some time be- 
fore dinner, and that at nine o’clock the 
Opposition were prepared to allow the 
Amendment to go through without even 
putting the Committee to the trouble of a 
division. He hoped that that would be 
borne dn mind if at any future stage the 
Opposition were charged with unduly 
occupying the time of the Committee. The 


| discussion had shown that the Amend- 


ment raised larger principles than was at 
It was not at all an in- 
frequent occurrence for 1,200 or 1,400 
persons to be landed in a single night at 
Newhaven, and under the machinery of 


the Bill all these would have to be ex- 


amined. The expense of their detention 


/and feeding would have to fall upon some- 


one, and he suspected it would be the 
shipowner. If that were so it would 
absolutely ruin the British shipping 1n- 
dustry as against the foreigner. The right 
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hon. Gentleman had evidently not suffici- 
ently considered. the machinery of the 
Bill or its probable cost. He did not 
think the proposal would be effective, but 
at the same time the Amendment was an 
improvement and he would not oppose it. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) 


said that as the real reason for the Bill. 


was that it was against the public in- 
terest that there should be unrestricted 
immigration into this country, it was 
not fair that a particular class should 
bear the cost of carrying out its pro- 
visions. He thought they had gone 
quite far enough in the direction of 
placing hampering conditions upon Brit- 
ish shipping. In view of the efforts 
which were being put forward by Ger- 
many and other foreign countries to 
foster the shipping trade, he thought the 
House ought to be scrupulously careful to 
guard against putting any further burdens 
upon the shipping industry. He main- 
tained that this ought to be made an 
Imperial charge and should not be placed 
upon any particular industry. 


Mr. MARKHAM said the Home 
Secretary had not answered the Question 
he had put to him. The Act intro- 
duced last year dealing with this subject, 
jaid down that all the accommodation 
should be provided by the State. Ina 
case where a shipowner had taken every 
possible precaution in bringing immi- 
grants into this country, and by some 
mistake happened to have brought a 
criminal whom he would have to take 
back again, he thought it was very un- 
reasonable that the whole of that cost 
should have to be borne by the ship- 
owner. He trusted, therefore, that the 
tight hon. Gentleman would give his 
careful attention to the point which 
hid been raised. 


Row: 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he could 


not regard this proposal as being any 
additional burden upon the shipowner. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


*Mr. EMMOTT moved an Amendment 
providing that the inspection should be 
made “as soon as practicable after the 
arrival of the ship in port.” His object 
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| would result to the shipping interest 
through undue delay in inspection, and 
to see that the inspecting officer was 
called to account if unnecessary delay 
occurred. It was obvious that if the 
inspection could be taken at any time, 
and if any undue delay occurred owing 
it might be to the arbitrary conduct of 
some jack-in-office, serious damage might 
be done to the shipping industry. He 
begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 11, after the word ‘in- 
spector, to insert the words ‘such inspection 
to be made as soon as practicable after the 
arrival of the ship in port.’ —(Mr. Emmott.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS agreed with 
the view that the inspection should be 
made as soon as possible, and he was 
prepared to accept the principle of the 
Amendment. He suggested, therefore, 
{that the insertion of the words ** such 
| inspection to be made as soon as practic- 
| able”? would meet the wishes of the hon. 
Member. 





*Mr. EMMOTT agreed to this modi- 
fication of the Amendment. 


Question put, and agr-ed to, 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR moved to 
insert the following words: ‘ Leave 
to land shall not be withheld from any 
immigrant who, having taken his ticket 
in and embarked from the United King- 
dom direct for some other country, 
and having been refused admission into 
that country, returns direct therefrom 
to a port in the United Kingdom.” By 
this he proposed to meet the difficulty 
that inevitably would arise of an immi- 
grant who, embarking at a British port 
and having booked to a foreign port, 
was refused by the foreign Govern- 
ment. The question would then arise 





what was to be done with this un- 
fortunate passenger. The shipowner 
could not be expected to keep him 
on board ship for the rest of his 
natural life, but what was the alterna- 
tive if he could not land at either port ? 


was to guard against the danger which | Various suggestions might be made as to 
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what should be done with this unhappy | migrant, and he understood that the case 
man. He might be got rid of in various | which the hon. Member, desired to deal 
ways, and sea captains adopted rough-| with was the man who was sent back 
and - ready methods sometimes. The|from America. He thought that case 
practical question he had raised, he | deserved consideration, but he did not 
thought, was very important, and the | think that this Amendment was the 
Amendment he had suggested was strictly | proper way of dealing with it, and this was 
limited in its character. Possibly the | not the proper place. It would come in 
objection would be raised to his Amend- | better when they reached the clause 
ment that the shipowner ought never} which dealt with the question of the 
to have taken this man on board, but | perrons who were not excluded. Here 
that argument surely would not be|they were dealing with the general 
brought forward by anybody who de-| machinery. He trusted that his hon. 
sired to get rid of aliens. If they had | friend would allow his proposal to stand 
aliens in this country after the Act had | over and bring it up again later on. 
passed, it would be either because they | He thought it would be then possible to 
were in this country before the Act introduce words which would meet the 
was passed, they must have got here by | case which had been brought forward. 
leave of the immigration officer, or they 
must have been smuggled in. Under | 
such circumstances the liability could 
not rest with the shipowner for the per- 
petual custody of such aliens. He 
thought that it was only right thatin| Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) said h 
such a case as he had given a man should | took it that this Amendment was in 
be allowed to land. order here, or else the Chairman would 
have ruled it out of order, 





Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR. I shall be 


| 
| 
| pleased to postpone my Amendment. 
| 


Amendment preposed— 


‘In page 1, line 14, at end, to insert the words, Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I did not 


‘leave to land shall not be withheld from any ; . - 2 
immigrant who, having taken his ticket in and | S2Y tt was out of order. What I say is 
embarked from the United Kingdom direct | that this is not the most convenient 
for some other country, and having been refused | place to deal with it. 

admission into that country, returns direct 
therefrom toa port in the United Kingdom.’’ 


ee Mr. RUNCIMAN said he thought they 
were justified in accepting the ruling of 
the Chair upon this Amendment. What 
| ne desired to impress upon the Govern- 
| ment was that this was a real question 


the Amendment would not be pressed. | | and it was not a mere matter of drafting. 
As it stood it would include transmigrants, | | It was a matter of great moment, especi- 
y i ally to Liverpool. It applied to those 


end he protested against this country | 
i | residents in this country who might be 


being made the dumping-ground for | 
people sent back from the United States ; | discarded in America, and who would re- 
the American Government should return | tut here. In the case of a man who had 
them to the country of origin. come from Hamburg and landed in Lon- 
. don, and had then gone to Liverpool and 
a init booked to America, that man would have 
Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said he drew | jon permitted to land in this country by 
a clear distinction by his Amendment ; the immigration officer in London. and 
it was limited to the immigrant who, | ould. therefore, be readmitted if he 
having taken his ticket in this country, | was sent back from America. Surely 
embarked direct for some other country. the Attorney-General did not meanthat 
epi en would not know the shipping company should keep that 
, gic o. man on board their ship for the remainder 
of his life. How did the Home Secretary 
Sir’ ROBERT FINLAY said thig| propose to deal with the problem put 
Amendment would apply to the trans. ! forward by the hon. Member for East 


Mr, Austin Taylor. 


Question proposed, * ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 





Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped | 











| 
{ 
| 
| 
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‘Yoxteth ? 
man undertake to propose words equiva- 
lent to those contained in the Amend- 
ment ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he would 
undertake to bring up words at a later 
stage on the clause that would meet the 
views of both hon. Gentlemen. 


Mr. J. A. PEASE asked whether 
the Amendment would be in order at a 
later stage. 


THe CHAIRMAN: I do not see any 


objection to it on the point of order. 


*Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.) said if 
these people had been once passed by 
an immigration officer they were likely 
to pass the immigration officer again. 
It did not follow because they did not 
pass the American test that they would 
not pass the English test. It was hardly 
worth while to introduce an Amendment 
to meet that point. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said the case 
they were supposing was that of the 
transmigrant, as soon as he_ had 
satisfied the immigration officer that he 
was only going through he was free. 


*Mr PEEL said there was the case of 
the transmigrant and also the case of the 
man who changed his mind, went to 
America, and was sent back to this 
country. If only a month before the 
man had passed the test in this country 
why should he fail to pass the test here 
again ? 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE said 195,000 alie.is 
came last year into the country, 100,000 
hal through tickets, of the balance based 
upon the Census Returns of 1891 to 1201 
hot more than 153,000. settled, th 
remainder, fully 70,00) to 80,00), booked 
their passages t» other countries, and 
were all immigrants to which th? 
Anendment might become applicable. 
Some proceeded to other countries 
at once, and others after 
residence here. It was quite pos- 
sible that, although they came into 
this country free from disease, they leit 


it as undesirables, and would be returned | 
It would be a great | 


to these shores. 
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| happened ? 


' should not this be discussed now ? 


a short | 


Bill. 


hardship to compel the shipowners , to 
maintain these men in perpetuity. 
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Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR asked leave 
to withdraw the Amendment, in view 
of the Home Secretary’s statement. 


Mr. LOUGH said he did not think 
that course represented the arrangement 
which had been come to. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said the ar- 
rangement was that the Government 
would put down an Amendment them- 
selves. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL asked what 
class of aliens rejected in the United 
States would be permitted to land ? 
Would it be those who had passed through 
the United Kingdom and stayed a short 
time, or would it be those who had 
gone straight through ? 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: It will be 
much more convenient to deal with 
that point when we have put our Amend- 
ment down. 


Mr. LOUGH protested against that 
course. It had teen clearly stated 
that words of equal value to this Amend- 
ment would be accepted only they would 
be put in at a later stage. What had 
Two hon. Members op- 
posite had given a threatening notice to 
the Government and the arrangement 
come to had now been withdrawn. Why 
The 
Amendment had been accepted, except 
in regard to the precise phraseology. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he pointed 
out in the first place that it was proposed 
to bring in the Amendment at the wrong 
part of the Bill, and in the second place 
that it was not properly worded. The 
promise which had been given had 
amply satisfied the mover of the Amend- 
ment, and he hoped it would satisfy 
hon. Members opposite. 


Mr. LOUGH said the hon. and learned 
Gentleman had not given a complete 
description of what took place. When 
the hon. Member for Dewsbury brought 
the question before the Committee 


the Home Secretary got up and stopped 


P 2 
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him, and said that, an agreement having 
been arrived at, the Amendment would 
be admitted. The only question was 
as to the phraseology of the Amendment, 
and where it would be put in. On 
his side they thought the whole thing 
was settled, then there came the threat 
from below the gangway on the other 
side, and now the Government were 
being intimidated out of making the 
concession. That was the reason why 
the Bill was making no progress. He 
hoped the Home Secretary, who had 
proceeded reasonably so far as he had 
been allowed, would stick to the promise 
he had made to the hon. Member for 
Dewsbury. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said it was 
impossible to make concessions unless 
they were accepted in the spirit in which 
thev were made. If the offer he had 
made was not accepted he would with- 
draw it. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said hon. 
Members representing the shipping inter- 
est had accepted the assurance which had 
been given by the Home Secretary. 
He hoped they would now be allowed 


to proceed. 
v 


Mr. MARKHAM said they wished 
to know what the Attorney-General 
had promised. The Committee did not 
know where they were. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he understood 
that the Government were prepared 
to accept in principle the Amendment 
which had been moved by his hon. 
friend, and that they would move it 
at a later stage of the Bill. As the 
matter stood at present it would be 
quite in order for the Government, 
without any breach of faith, to bring 
forward an entirely different Amendment 
at a later stage. He hoped an assurance 
would be given that the main principle 
of the Amendment would be accepted. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY sincerely hoped 
the Amendment would not be accepted. 
If it were accepted and became part of 
the law of the land, it might well happen 
that aliens whom a United States em- 
ployer might desire to introduce into that 


Mr, Lough. 
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country in contravention of the contract 
labour laws would be dumped down in this 
country because they were refused ad- 
mission into the United States. We 
should become the dumping-ground of 
that labour which in other countries was 
not considered fair labour, and our work- 
people at home would be driven from 
work by the blicklegs refused admission 
to America 
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Mr. RUNCIMAN said he did not know 
whether that was a sample of the kind of 
speech they might reasonably expect 
from the supporters of the Bill. He had 
asked the Home Secretary whether he 
would provide in the Bill for dealing with 
a class of aliens who in certain circum- 
stances might become a burden on ship- 
owners for the rest of their lives, and the 
right hon. Gentleman had said he would 
do so later on. He was quite sure the right 
hon. Gentleman would not depart from 
that promise. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said the 
undertaking of the Home Secretary to 
provide for the cases contemplated by the 
Amendment had landed the Government 
in this curious dilemma. One of the 
strongest arguments urged in favour of 
the Bill was that we ought not to be the 
dumping-ground of persons rejected by 
the United States. Now, the right hon 
Gentleman was apparently abandoning 
the whole of that argument, and by his 
acceptance of the principle of the Amend- 
ment was opening the door to that very 
dumping against which the supporters 
of the Bill had always so strongly pro- 
tested. He could understand the hon. 
Member for Hoxton rising in revolt, no 
doubt he would carry the revolt to the 
division lobby. 


*Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) said that 
the view expressed by his hon, friend 
the Member for Hoxton was no mere 


delusion as to what might happen 
under the Amendment. As a matter of 
fact in 1904 the number of immi- 


grants rejected at United States ports 
was no less than 8,000, and of that 
number 1,600 were rejected because they 
were coming into the country as contract 
labourers. That was one class who under 
the Ar endment would be sent back to 
British ports. 














“ 








457 Aliens 


Mr. HARWOOD said the supporters of | 


the Bill ought certainly to resist this 
Amendment. The House seemed to 
forget that transmigrants would undergo 
no examination, and the consequence 
was that this was only a concession to 
shipowners so as to allow immigrants to 
come who had not been examined at all. 
When they were refused in America they 
would come back here. This was most 
absurd. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
this was really a very important and 
substantial question. The Amendment, 
it would be observed, could only apply 
toan alien. Ifa British subject went to 
the United States and was rejected, he 
would be sent back here and, of course, 
we were bound to receive him. Therefore 
the exact effect of the Amendment would 
be that if aliens came to this country 
and rebooked to the United States or 
Canada, and were rejected, they would 
be sent back to this country. He had 
made careful inquiry into this matter, 
and found that between 20,000 and 
30,000 of those who passed through Liver- 
pool were booked in this very way. They 


came from the Continent and were on , 


the way either to the United States or 
Canada. They had been induced to 
come through communications from 
friends in the United States or Canada, 
and tickets were taken out for them 
at Liverpool so that they might 
continue their journey. This was a 
most important matter for Liverpool. 
In 1904 no less than 2,700 men who had 
been booked from this country to the 
United States and Canada were rejected, 
and the people of Liverpool had back 
on their hands several hundreds of these 
men, Ten or twelve years ago an 
arrangement was made for a joint asylums 
board for the county, but owing to the 
overwhelming number of lunatics which 
Liverpool sent to the county asylum a re- 
arrangement had to be made, and Liver- 
pool was mulcted in an extra £6,000 
a year. This extra number of lunatics 
was due to this very class of persons, 
who, setting out from the East of Europe, 
were booked at Liverpool, rejected in 
the United States, and dumped down 
again in Liverpool. 
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Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said he 
understood that an alien in order to come 
under the definition of the class of 
transmigrants would only have to show 
that he had a through ticket in his 
possession, and that when he came into 
this country he had the intention of 
pessing on. That was all a transmigrant 
had to show under Clause 8 of the Bill. 
If the Amendment were accepted he took 
it that immigrants rejected by the United 
States would be able to return here. That 
would defeat the whole object of the Bill. 
He asked the Home Secretary whether 
that was a true definition of what would 
happen. He hoped the right hon. Gent! 
man would make the matter clear. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said the Gov- 
ernment did not accept the Amend- 
ment, because it was too wide. Thy 
agreed, however, that hardship migat 
exist, and were prepared to pit 
in words at the proper place which would 
in spirit meet the Amendment of his hon, 
friend. 


*Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, N.) 
did not know precisely what the Home 
Secretary meant by meeting the Amend- 
ment in spirit. The Amendment sug- 
gested that we should accept the very 
worst class of alien immigrants, namely 
those whom America refused. That was 
what it amounted to. He thought that 
was wrong, unjust, and contrary to the 
spirit of the Bill. America had ten 
thovsand times the absorbing power that 
we had, and if she could not take these 
undesirable aliens he was very sure wa 
could not. 


Question put, and negatived. 


The next Amendment on the Paper 
stood in the name of Mr. WuirLey 
(Halifax), and wasin the following terms— 

“In page 1, line 14, at end, to insert 
the words ‘Provided that the prohibition 
contained in this section shall not apply to any 
person, who, although a naturalised subject of 
another country, was born in the United 
Kingdom.’ ” 


Tue CHarRMAN said this ought to come 
as an Amendment on Clause 8. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR - said 


that under Sub-section 2, where leave 
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to land was withheld in the case of any 
immigrant the master of the ship or the 
immigrant might appeal to the emigration 
Board of the port. He contended 
that the master was not the 
proper person—it did not come within 
his sphere—to be held responsible 
for the immigrants. His _ business 
was to attend to the navigation of his 
ship, and he had not the necessary | 
cnowledge to qualify him to say when 
appeals should be made. The master 
could know nothing of those immigrants 
when they came on board ship in such 
large numbers. Further, the master 
could have no opportunity of examining 
them while attending to the proper 
navigation of his ship. Moreover, he | 
could not supervise the immigrants when 
they went on shore, because his diction 
kept him on board ship. As the Bill | 
stood, a number of obligations and | 
penalties would be thrown upon the | 
master for matters for which he could not 
really be held responsible. The Asso- | 
ciation of Shipmasters had pointed out 
that under this Bill a great deal too 
much was cast upon the masters which | 
they could not perform at all. Accord- 
ing to the Shipping Act of 1894, in matters 
of this kind the owners or agents were 
held responsible. He begged to move | 
the Amendment standing in his name. 








Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 16, after the 
* master,’ to insert the words ‘ owner or agent. 
—(Mr. Charles McArthur.) 


word 


999 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
b> there inserted.” 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he had | 
no objection to the Amendment. 


Question, put, and agreed te. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham. 
N.W.) said the Amendment he had to pro- | 
pose was preliminary to a subsequent one | 
in a later clause. It was to secure that | 
instead of a board there should be a | 
tribunal or judicial authority. This 
matter had been discussed bv the Stand- 
ing Committee on Law, and he under- 
stood that the Government had accepted 
the principle that there should be some 
legal representative on the board. He 


Mr. Charles McArthur. 
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knew of no precedent for a board of this 
character being called upon to exercise 
judicial functions; and he thought 
that the Committee would recognise 
that as this body would have to deal 
with delicate questions relating to poli- 
tical crimes it should be a judicial body. 
He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘‘In page 1, line 17, to leave out the first 
word ‘ board,’ and insert the word ‘authority.’”’ 
—( Mr. Atherley-Jones.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the word 
‘board’ stand part of the clause.” 


Srk ROBERT FINLAY said tha: 
the Government quite recognised that 
on a board of this kind there ought to 
be a person of legal experience, but it 
was not desirable that the board should 
be wholly legal. 

Mr. LOUGH thought that the Attorney- 
General should follow the American 
precedent, which gave a right of appeal 
to Washington. It was, he insisted, 


| incumbent on the Government to think 


of the exceptional cases in which an 


/appeal should be provided. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
questions to be decided would be almost 
invariably decided on matters of fact, 
and he did not think it at all desirable 
that there should be an appeal. 
said that, admitting 


Mr. LOUGH 


'that it would be only in exceptional 
| cases that questions of anv great magni- 
| tude would arise, vet there might come 


for refuge to our shores some very 
eminent alien, like Mazzini, who might be 
condemned by this board; and he thought 
there should be a right of appeal. 


*Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 


borough) said he could quite imagine 


hon. Members who represented the 
East End of London, putting consider- 
able pressure on the Home Secre- 
tary to refuse as many immigrants 


as possible, although these might be an 
economic asset to the country. He 
objected to the creation of an arbitrary 
authority against whose decision there 
was no appeal to a judicial body. Could 











n 
| 


n 


e 


a IS 





461 Aliens 


not the ordinary judicial authorities and | 
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magistrates of the country be trusted to | 
‘insisting that the board should be con- 


deal with this work and decide on all 
the questions which might arise? It was 
undesirable that immigrants should be 
rejected at the dictates of a few hon. 
Members who desired to save their seats 
at the next election. He thought it 
was a public scandal and discredit to the 
House of Commons to say that there was 
no judicial tribunal in this country fitted 
to decide these questions. They might 
have a board who would reject Gorky, 
if he succeeded in reaching this country, 
and there would be no appeal. He im- 
plored hon. Members to stand up for the 
rights and liberties of the people, for the 
principle of asylum, and demand that 
immigrants should not be rejected with- 
out having an opportunity to appeal to a 
judicial tribunal. 


Mayor SEELY said that it would be 
in the recollection of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite that this was a point on which 
there was great division of opinion last 
year, but a general agreement had been 
reached by them, showing that a judicial 
authority would be better than the new 
board proposed to be set up. We in 
this country had never yet been governed 
by a bureaucratic authority, but under 
the provisions of this Bill we would be 
governed by a bureaucracy. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said that he had 
made a concession, but that was onlv to 
alter the form of the bureaucratic 
government, and was no concession at 
all. Recollecting what had occurred 
last year, he would appeal to the Home 
Secretary to give some assurance that a 
judicial authority would deal with these 
cases, 


Mr. DALZIEL said that before the 
division was taken the Committee should 
have more light as to how this board was 
going to operate. He understood that 
names were going to be submitted to the 
Home Secretary from which he would 
select three men who were to constitute the 
board. Who was going to submit the 
list from which these men were to be 
selected by the Government? What 
character of persons was it contemplated 
to put on the board? Was this to bea 
political poard? There was a_ strong 
geeling in regard to alien immigration in 
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some quarters, and he could conceivethon. 
Members for the East End of London 


stituted of gentlemen who strongly 
objected to any alien being admitted into 
this country at all. Why were the local 
judicial authorities not good enough for 
this purpose ? He also asked if it were 
contemplated that the members of the 
board were going to be paid for their 
services. He asked his hon. friend the 
Member for Durham if he was willing 
that the Court of summary jurisdictio. 
which he proposed should be unpaid ? 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES said that 
the Court *of summary jurisdiction 
which he proposed would not involve 
much expense to the State. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that unfortunatel y 
the Government were in no way incline! 
to accept the views of his hon. friend. 
Of course the members of this boar | 
would have to be paid. They could not 
expect gentlemen of great business 
experience, or who belonged to the leg! 
profession, to devote every day to the 
consideration of appeals in regard to these 
immigrants. If they were to be paid, 
what were their salaries tobe? This was 
the time when the Committee ought to 
have some assurance from the Govern 
ment as to what their intentions were in 
regard to all these matters. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN asked whether th 
Attorney-General really thought that 
the proposed board would be competent 
to deal with extradition cases and cases 
of lunacy among the immigrants. Was 
it possible that a scratch board of this 
character could be properly equipped 
for dealing with such cases? To 
imagine that three administrative or 
business gentlemen would be a fit and 
proper body to deal with these questions 
was absurd. They ought to be most care- 
ful as to the class of men who were going 
to be allowed to exercise these powers. 
He appealed to the Home Secretary to 
adopt the more reasonable frame of mind 
which he showed last year in Grand 
Committee. He urged the right hon. 
Gentleman to give them a Court of Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction to which all these 
appeals might go. 
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*Mr. BRIGHT said that this Bill was an | 


entirely new departure. Not only 
would this measure seriously damage 
their immigrant trade, but it was also a 
direct attack upon human liberty, for 
they were now departing from the old 
idea of human freedom in this country 
which had done so much for the British 
Empire. He agreed that every possible 
safeguard should be adopted, but at the 
same time no injustice should be done. 
Professor Dicey in one of his recent books 
had stated that the Bill of 1904 betrayed 
a marked reaction against the immigra- 
tion of foreigners, and showed an in- 
difference to personal freedom, and this 
Bill was much the same.* He appealed 
to the Government to provide a proper 
judicial authority for this purpose. 


Mr. BRYCE said that as the point 
would have to be discussed again when 
Clause 2, which determined the constitu- 
tion of the board, was reached, time 
would be saved if the Government were 
to accept the Amendment, which did 
not at all prejudice the question. It 
would be far more easy for the Com- 
mittee to deal with this question upon its 
merits on Clause 2. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he could 
not accede to that suggestion. How- 
ever suitable hon. Members might think 
a judicial authority would be, the Govern- 
ment considered that such an authority 
was not suitable for dealing with such 
questions as to whether an alien was an 
undesirable or not. The Government 
considered that a board was a good deal 
better to deal with these questions, 
and, moreover, the existing judicial 
authorities were very hard worked at 


present. The Government had made 
up its mind on the subject. Despatch 
was essential; the matter must be 


dealt with promptly, and that could only 
be done by setting up a special tribunal 
for the purpose. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: Does the learned 
Attorney-General think that this is a 
proper body for dealing with extra- 


ditable offences ” 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: The only 
question for them to consider is whether 
been 


a man _ has convicted 
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offences, and they are the only ques- 
tions which will arise. With regard to 
the question of lunacy, I think the hon, 
Member will recognise that every day 
such cases are dealt with by similar 
bodies to those which are now pro- 
posed. All the board would have to 
decide was whether an immigrant had 
been convicted for an offence liable to 
extradition. 


Mr. LOUGH asked whether, if this 
board refused to allow a man like Mazzini 
to land, there would be no appeal. If 
so there was no precedent for it. These 
three gentlemen might make a flagrant 
mistake, yet their decision was to be 
more absolute than that of a Judge of 
the High Court. In America an immi- 
grant had only to find a small sum, about 
£1, and he could have his case taken 
to Washington and decided by the highest 
authorities in the country, no matter 
what his case was. Were we who had 
set an example where human freedom 
was concerned to retuse an appeal ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that by 
Sub-section 4 of Clause 8 it was provided 
that if any question arose as to whether 
any offence was an offence of a political 
character, it should be reterred to the 
Home Secretary, whose decision was 
to be final. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES said this 
board would have the function of deciding 
whether or not an offence was practical, 
a board upon which might be the chiet 
constable of the county, or an_ officer 
of Customs. If the hon. and learned 
Gentleman said it would be referred to 
the Home Secretary he made the matter 
worse, for this would be the first time in 
the history of the country that it had been 
proposed that judicial functions should 
be given to an executive officer. This 
raised a large constitutional question. It 
was really a kind of small Star Chamber 
which it was proposed to set up which 
would act absolutely independently, ana 
there would be no appeal from its deci- 
sions, however monstrous they might be. 
The Attorney-General told them that 
they might appeal to the Home Office, 
but they all knew what that meant. 
From a recent case they knew that it 
was the head clerk at the Home Office 
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who disposed of such matters. 


He 
thought he was entitled to some support 
from his Front Bench on a matter of this 
sort. [** Hear, hear!”] He did not speak 
in any terms of complaint, because he 
recognised that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Aberdeen had made a 
suggestion which, he thought, might 
have been acceptable to the Home Secre- 


tarv. 


Lorpv EDMUND FITZMAURICE said 
his hon. and learned friend’s appeal was 
perfectly justified. He hoped he would 
accept from him the assurance that they 
could not have anticipated that a dis- 
cussion on the fourth section of Clause 8 
His hon. and 
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gard to this matter, and, when the clause 
relating to this judicial body was reached, 
it was probable that it would meet with 
the strongest opposition on that side of 
the House. 
this was one of the most crucial questions 
in the Bill. 
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They fully recognised that 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) rose 
to continue the debate, when Mr. Secre- 
rary AKeRs-Douc as rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “* That the Question 


be now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 


now put.” 





would arise at that stage. 


learned friend had expressed the views of 
those who sat on the Front Bench in re- 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt.Hn. Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
Bazot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHn Gerald W.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner. John S. Harmood- 
}each, Rt.Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brassey, Albert: 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Sutcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 





Noes, 147. 


AYES. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 187 : 
(Division List No. 219.) 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich); Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 


Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Worce. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd ( Bolton) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B.(Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, RtHn. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Mance’r. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
ryordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8S. F. Ormsby- 





Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir EW(B’ryS Edm nds 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J.F (Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard, John(Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn.James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel,.Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col.W- 
Keswick, William .j yj. °: 
Knowles, Sir Lees 1! 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson,Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon Heneage 
Leveson-Gower Frederick N. 8. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
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Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore, JohnThrogmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir FrederickG. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants. ) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
3oland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Brigg, John 

3right, Allan Heywood 
3roadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buxton, N.E.( York, NR, Whitby 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Claney, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

‘ondon, Thomas Joseph 

‘raig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
‘rean, Eugene 

remer, William Randal 
‘rombie, John William 
rooks, William 

ross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
‘ullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Edwards, Frank 
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Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. Myles: 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,Abel H.(Hertford, East)! 
Smith, H.C( North’ mb. Tyneside 
Smith, RtHnJ. Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
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Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

William 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


| Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 


Fuller, J. M. F. 


| Gilhooly, James 


| Harcourt, 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hamm ond, John 
Lewis 


| Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 





Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood George 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John S iarp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 


| Leese, SirJosephF.(Accrington 
Ellice, Capt EC(S.Andrw’sBghs | Levy, Maurice 
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Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Rt Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 


| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
' Stock, James Henry 


Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirC. E H(Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hoo¢é 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 
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MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, R ginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
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Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willan 
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O’Connor James(Wicklow, W.) 
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Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
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Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Dengibhs.) 
Roche, John (Galway, East 
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Roe, Sir Thomas 


Rose, Charles Day 
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Question put accordingly, “ That the 


word ‘ board’ stand part of 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus HenryEden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt Hn Sir H. 
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the clause.” Noes, 145. 
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Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fellowes, RtHn AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Man’er. 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,Philip S(Warwick,S. W.. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’r H’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(B'ryS. Edm’nds 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Hare,Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 


Howard, John( Kent Faversham | 


Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
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Whiteley, George( York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, ArthurWalters(N. Dorset 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid ) 
Woodhouse SirJT.( Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 189 ; 
(Division List No. 220.) 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn. Col. W. 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton. Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence. Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, HnHLW (Mile End) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick, N.S 
Long, Col. CharlesW.{ Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Bristol, 8. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lueas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt Hn. SirH. E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J. H.( Dumfriesshire 
Middlemore.John Throgmorton 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants). 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert ¢ 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
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Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8. Forde 

Xoberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Xolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
<utherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sandys, Lieut-Col. Thos. Myles 


Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) | 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Allen, Charles P. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Barry. E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bell. Richard 
Black, Alexander William 
Soland, John 
3olton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
3roadhurst, Henry 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
3uxton, NE.( York,NR,Whitby 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randall 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cullinan, J. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, Willizm J. 
Edwards, Frank 
Ellice, CaptEC(SAndrw’sB’ ghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts). 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 
Field, William 
Findlay, Alexander (Lanark,N 
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Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox Thomas 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,H.C (North’mb. Tyneside 
Smith, RtHn J. Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hon.Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt.Hon. Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Edward 


NOES, 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


| Gilhooly, James 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 


, Hammond, John 


Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie,J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife West) 
Hutchinson, Dr.Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby! 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 


Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal,W.) | 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 


Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington | 


Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


' Pease, J. A. 


Bill. 


Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirCE. H. (Sheffield 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Whiteley, H,( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham,-Quin Col. W. H. 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


O’Brien, PB. J. (Tipperary, N.} 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley. William 
O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy. P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 
(Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rea, Russell 
teddy, M. 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Richards, Thomas 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
| Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland 
| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj.J.E B.(Isle of Wight} 
Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
| Slack, John Bamford 
| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
| Soares, Ernest J. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor,Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney 
| White, George (Norfolk 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
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White, Patrick (Meath,North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Wilson, John 


And, it being after Midnight, the Chair- 


man left the Chair to make his Report | 


to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; 
again upon Monday next. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the House do now adjourn.”— 
(Sir A. Acland-Hood.) 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) said that a large number of 
Orders of the Day were put down every 
day, which it was certain would not 
be reached this session, and he wished 
ask the 
to the Treasury whether an announce- 


to Parliamentary Secretary 


{28 June 1905} 
Wiils, ArthurWalters(N. Dorset {| TaLLers 


Woodhouse, SirJT.( Huddersf’d 
| Young, Samuel } 
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FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


(Durham, Mid.) 


| know if the right hon. Gentleman would 
| take some further steps to secure the 
of the supporters of the 

and afford them 
‘more time to discuss this important 
Bill. 
whilst the 


| attendance 
Government, thus 

Ii they lost one hour every night 

the 


Committee, it would amount to a very 


Aliens Bill was before 


H . . . 
large loss of time in the end, and they 


| would be considering business when 


they ought to be thinking about going 
away for their holidays. Could the 
right hon. Gentleman not bring some 
_pressure to bear upon his supporters, 
or hold out some hope that their services 
would be rewarded, so as to get his follow- 
There 


were many important Bills to consider 


ers to attend in their places / 


/and if they went on in this way there 
would be no hope for the Unemployed 


Bill. 


ment could not be made as to which of | 


them could be dropped. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) asked | 


whether the right hon. Gentleman could 
vive them some assurance that he would 
the 


be able to secure attendance of a 


majority of the supporters of the Govern- | 


ment on future occasions, and thus make 
it possible for them to save the time 
of the House. They were ready on 


the Opposition side of the House to | 


allow an Amendment to go through 
at nine o'clock, and owing to circum- 
stances which the right hon. Gentleman 
was aware of, a full hour was lost owing 
to the fact that the Government had 
not got a majority of their supporters 


present in the House. He wished to 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he 


thought his hon. friend was quite 
justified in making some protest against 
the the House had been treated. 


An Amendment had been under 


way 
dis- 
/cussion which was not opposed by 
and there 


| disposition to oppose it on either side 


the Government, Was no 


| of the House, and yet the matter was 
| debated for a long time, mostly by hon. 
That was not the 


only case which had occurred of time 


Members opposite. 


being wasted that day during the Com- 


mittee stage of the Aliens Bill. He 
thought the Home Secretary might 
endeavour to attend more regularly 





during the Committee stage of the Aliens 


| Bill than he had done during the last 
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sitting of the House. 
owing to the Home Secretary’s absence 
and want of touch with what had actually 
taken place that an incident had arisen 
which had given rise to a good deal of 
irritation. He hoped the Government 
would do everything in their power to 
carry,on,the business of the House of 
Jommons ;: creditably and avoid any 
further cause for complaint in this 


respect. 


Adjournment 


It was entirely 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
asked whether the Unemployed Bill and 
the Workmen’s Compensation Bill were 
going to be altogether shelved until the 
Aliens Bill was disposed of. He thought 
they had a right to insistupon some under- 
standing upon this question, because if 
that was the case it was very evident 
that the chances of these other Bills 
were very slight indeed He wished to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he had not found upon his own side of 
the House, as well as in the country 
generally, that the feeling was much 
more pronounced in favour of the Un- 
employed Bill becoming law than it was 
in respect to the measure which the 
House had been discussing that day. He 
could say, with some assurance, that 
the information which he had got in his 


possession fully justified his conten- 
tion that this was the case. The 
working classes of the country had 


expressed no opinion in favour of the 
Aliens Bill, but they had made many 
the Unemployed 


demands to have 


Bill pushed through without any further 


delay. Only that day the Prime Minister 
had stated that he was unable to 
fix a dav for the Second Reading 


of the Unemployed Bill. Would the 
Patronage Secretary to the Treasury 


Mr, Lough, 
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give them some indication as to whether 
the Unemployed Bill would at least be 
allowed to run side by side with the Aliens 
Bill so as to obviate the danger which 
existed of two Bills which, in his opinion, 
were of infinitely more importance than 
the Aliens Bill not being passed into law 
this session. He trusted that they would 
have some assurance upon this point in 
order that they might make their arrange- 


.ments for being present when the Un- 


He hoped the 
whole time of the session would not be 


employed Bill came on. 


wasted upon a worthless measure like the 


Aliens Bill. 


*Toe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY orrHeETREASURY (SirA. AcLanp- 
Hoop, Somersetshire, Wellington) said he 
wasvery glad to find that the legislation in- 
troduced by the Government in favour of 
the working classes was so popular on the 
Opposition side of the House, and he 
trusted that they would endeavour to 
assist the Government to those 
The 


portant measures were the Workmen's 


pass 
measures into law. three im- 
Compensation Bill, the Unemployed Bill, 
and the Aliens Bill. 
at the present moment which would start 
He would certainly 


He could not say 


at the shortest price. 
convey to the Prime Minister the view 
which had been expressed upon these 
matters. With regard to what had been 
said by the hon. Member for Rushcliffe 
in regard to the Orders of the Day, he 
agreed that it was inconvenient and he 
would see what could be done in the 


matter, 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Ajourned at twenty-nine minutes 
before One o'clock. 





mae deaiigamhoane dnnitiainis 


Ss. 


aAsterisk (*) at the commencement of a 


tn 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Bill [4.t.] (Aberavon Tramways Order). 
A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 


Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and 
Water Company Bill [x.L.]; Midland 
Railway Bill; Bootle Corporation Bill. 
Committee to meet on Tuesday next. 


Great Western Railway (New Rail- 
ways) Bill. Read 3, with the Amend- 


revision by the Member. 


ments; further Amendments made; 
Bill passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


Rathmines and Rathgar Extension 
and Improvement Bill. Brought from 
the Commons ; read 1*; and referred to 
the Examiners. 


Dover Harbour. Moved, That the 
order made on the 16th March last, 


petition for a Private Bill later than 
Thursday the llth day of May next,” 


given to the Dover Harbour Board to 
present a petition praying for leave to 
introduce a Bill “‘ to alter the constitution 
of the Dover Harbour Board, and for 
other purposes ;” agreed to; petition, 
together with a copy of the proposed 
Bill annexed thereto, read, and referred 
to the Examiners. 


<tsterisk (") at the commenrement of a Sveech indicates 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
* (No. 10) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 13) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill. House in Committee (ac- 
cording to order). Bills reported without 
Amendment . Standing Committee nega- 
tived; and Bills to be read 3* to- 
morrow. 


In 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 15) Bill. Read 3* (according to 
order), and passed. 


VOL. CXLVIII. 


[FourtH SERIEs.] 


{29 June 1905} 


“That this House will not receive any 


be dispensed with, and that leave be | 
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PETITIONS. 


-—— 


SUNDAY CLOSING (SHOPS) BILL [u.t.]. 

THE Eart of WEMYSS: My Lords, 
I beg to present a petition against the 
Sunday Closing (Shops) Bill from a 
meeting of Christian Sabbath keepers 
held at Exeter Hall, Strand, on May 25th. 


Lorp AVEBURY : My Lords, I also 
have petitions to present, but they are 
all in favour of the Bill. The first peti- 
tion is from the Corporation of Glasgow, 
the second from the Presbytery of Glas- 
gow, the third from the Free Church in 
Glasgow, and the fourth is a large petition 
from the traders in Glasgow. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (SHOPS) BILL [#.t.]. 
Petition against ; of Christian Sabbath 
keepers ; read, and ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


Petitions in favour of; of City of 
Glasgow ; Presbytery of Glasgow (2); 
Wood Green Presbyterian Christian 
Endeavour Society; Glasgow Traders. 
Read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No, 3422. Portugal (Biera) ; 

No. 3423. Colombia (Barranquilla) ; 

No. 3424. Russia (St. Petersburg) ; 

No. 3425. Norway ; 

No. 3426. Morocco (Tangier) ; 

No. 3427. Italy (Brindisi and Province 
of Lecce). 


GOVERNMENT LABORATORY. 


Report of the principal chemist upon 
the work of the Government laboratory for 
the year ended 3lst March, 1905; with 
appendices, 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LUNACY. 
Fifty-ninth Report of the Commis« 
sioners in Lunacy. 


Q 
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NAVAL PRIZE MONEY. 
Account showing the receipt and ex- 
perditure of naval prize, bounty, salvage, 


and other moneys between Ist April, 1904, 
and 31st March, 1905. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
* Treasury Minute, dated 23rd June, 
1905, declaring that Alfred) William 
Cousins, Royal Laboratory, was ap- 
pointed without a Civil Service certificate 
through inadvertence on the part of the 
_head of his department. 


RAILWAYS CONSTRUCTION FACILITIES 
ACT, 1864. 

Report by the Board ot Trade on an 
application made during the year, 1904 
under the Act, and of the proceedings of 
the Board of Trade with respect thereto. 
RAILWAY COMPANIES’ 

1864. 
Report by the Board of Trade on an 
application made during the year 1904 
under the Act, and of the proceedings of 
the Board of Trade with respect thereto. 


SAVINGS BANKS AND 

SOCIETIES. 

(Post Office Savings Banks Fund).— 

Account for the year ended 31st Decem- 
ber, 1904. 


FRIENDLY 


(Savings Banks Fund) (Friendly Socie- 
ties Fund).—Accounts for the year ended 
20th November, 1904, 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS. 

Accounts of all deposits received and 
paid during the year ended 31st December, 
1904 ; together with a statement showing 
the aggregate amount of the liabilities of 
the Government to depositors in the Post 
Office Savings Banks on 3lst December, 
1904, and the nature and amount of the 
securities held by the Commissioners for 
the Reduction of the National Debt to 
meet those liabilities at that date. 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. 
* Account of the receipt and expendi- 
ture under the Seamen’s Fund Winding- 
Up Act, from Ist January to 31st 
December, 1904. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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POWERS ACT, | 


(Facdities) Bill. 
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1899. 
University Court Ordinance No. XI, 
(Edinburgh, No. 4).—Institution of 
degrees in veterinary medicine and 
surgery, and relative regulations, 


| UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 


University Court Ordinance No. XII. 
(Edinburgh, No. 5).—Inclusion of geo- 
graphy among the subjects qualifying 
for graduation in arts, 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. (No. 111.) 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Order for the consideration of Stand 
ing Order No. XX XIX. in order to its 
being suspended for this day’s sitting, 
read, and discharged. 


PUBLIC MEETINGS (FACILITIES) BILL 
[H.-L]. 
Order of the Day for the House to be 
put into Committee, read. 


Moved, ‘‘That the House do now 
resolve itself into Committee,” 


Lorp BURGHCLERE. My Lords, 
before we go into Committee on_ this 
Bill, I hope I shall be in order if I venture 
to put a Question to the noble Marquess 
‘the President of the Board of Educa- 
|tion. As your Lordships will remember, 
/on the Second Reading I was fortunate 
enough to receive the assent of His 
| Majesty’s Government to the principle 
of this Bill, but the noble Marquess then 
‘intimated that there were some details 
of the Bill, and possibly some matters 
of drafting, with which he could not 
| Wholly agree. I then stated that I 
should welcome any Amendments that 
might be brought forward by His 
| Majesty’s Government or the Board of 
Education which did not affect the 
principle of the Bill and which were 
reasonable and just with regard to the 
‘details. Your Lordships will observe 


that there are no Amendments on the 
| Order Paper to-day in the name of the 
‘noble Marquess the President of the 
| Board of Education. I therefore ven- 
| ture to ask the noble Marquess to state 
‘the position of His Majesty’s Govern- 
| ment with regard to this Bill. It may 
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be that the noble Marquess, after re-|that there were certain details em- 
consideration, has been impressed with | bodied in the Bill which would not only 
the perfection of the Bill and its clauses, | require most careful consideration, but 
and does not wish in any way to amend | which I thought might be considered 
it. I would also like to ask the noble of a somewhat controversial character, 
Marquess, as there are no Amend- and as such could not expect to receive 
ments on the Paper in his name, whether the support of His Majesty’s Government. 
the Amendments standing in the name | 

of the most rev. Primate have been put Jorn BURGHCLERE: I did 
down with the assistance of the Board 
of Education and the assent of His 
Majesty’s Government; and whether 
we may consider those Amendments 
official, The noble Marquess at the 
former stage gave his assent to the 
principle of the Bill, and I sincerely 


not 
understand that the Amendments the 
novle Marquess was going to put down 
were to be of a controversial character, 
but rather Amendments dealing with 
points of detail, which I was perfectly 


willing to accept. : 


' hope that the absence of any Amend- 

) é / *The IRssow \f Ni a? 

ments in his name may mean that on The Marquess ov LONDONDERRY : 

: the whole he is content with the Bill ! 40 not think I stated that I would put 
as it stands down any Amendments at all; and, in 


reply to the Question put to me by the 
noble Lord, I may sav that His Majesty’s 
Government have not put down Amend- 
ments because it has been decided, 
after carefully considering the Bill and 
the debate that took place upon the 
Second Reading, to retain for His 
Majesty’s Government an absolutely 
independent position. His Mayesty’s 
Government will take no part whatever 


*THE LORD PRESIDENT or tHE 
COUNCIL anp PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (The Mar- 
quess of Lonponperry): My Lords, I 
was on the point of rising to say a few 
- words as to the position of His Majesty’s 
(overnment towards this Bill when 
the noble Lord rose. I do not at all 


e 


S, regret the tact that he forestalled me| jn the Committee stage of this Bill. 
is and put to me certain Questions, ied Perhaps I did not explain myself clearly, 
fe that naturally makes my task easier! }yt T thought I was careful in stating 
$8 than it otherwise would have been. that while His Majesty’s Government 
as I intended _ rising = explain the concurred in the principle of the Bill, 
r, position of His Majesty’s Government they at the same time reserved to them- 
te or two grounds. In the first place, I selves the right of carefully considering 
is considered it would be convenient that | 41) jts details as well as the Amendments 
le the House should be informed, before that would be put forwardinthe Committee 
en your Lordships went into Committee and stage. We have to consider how far the 
ils — the Amendments that are to application of the main principle of the 
TS “ submitted, as to the line His Majesty's | Bill is surrounded by proper safeguards, 
ot frovernment propose to take on this so as to secure the rights of those who are 
I question ; and, in the second place, I entitled to use the buildings, whether 
at thought it would be only courteous on my under trusts or otherwise, at times when 
lis part to the noble Lord opposite, and | thev are not in use as public elementary 
of other noble Lords who have put Amend- | chools ; and it is important to ascertain 
he ments on the Paper, to explain the course pow far the measure is workable from 
re I proposed to pursue when those Amend- practicable and legal points of view, and 
he ments were discussed. The noble Lord jow far it is accurate in its structure. 
ve has truly said that on the ocassion 
he of the Second Reading His Majesty’s| At this point I do not propose to 
he (iovernment did not object to the prin- | refer to any of the safeguards or to the 
he tiple of the measure. On the contrary, machinery for the carrying out of this 
n- I myself expressed sympathy with certain Bill, but I would ask your Lordships 
ate of the details of the Bill and with its | carefully to consider the drafting of 
me principle ; but I think if the noble Lord | the measure as it stands, its legal accuracy, 
ay will carry his memory back he will | and also its intelligibility. The principle 


remember that I said at the same time | itself, which the noble Lord wishes now 
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to make generally applicable, is operative 
at the present time in a partial degree, 
and there are precedents as to many of 
the details which might have been followed 
by the noble Lord; but, without wishing 
to say anything in the least offensive 
with regard to the noble Lord’s drafts- 
manship, I think I shall be able to 
prove that Clause 1, on which the prin- 
ciple of the Bill hangs, is full of diffi- 
culties and ambiguities, and in more 
than one place is meaningless. At 
least we at the Board of Education are 
unable to understand the noble Lord’s 
meaning; but as we proceed he will, 
perhaps, more clearly define it. For 
example, it is proposed to restrict the 
right to use the building in pursuance 
of this Act to the electors and inhabi- 
tants of any district served by the 
public elementary school in question. 
I do not offer any opinion as to whether 
this restriction is reasonable, but if a 
restriction is necessary these words do 
not serve; nor does the noble Lord’s 
Amendment improve the case. In the 
first place I would ask, Who is to deter- 
mine what is the area served by the 
particular public elementary school ; 
and, when this is done, who is to see 
that persons who are not electors or 
residents in that area are exchuded 
from the meeting? It seems to me it 
might be an open question whether the 
political candidate himself, in the event 
of his being what is called a “ carpet 
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bagger,” would be permitted to enter the | 


building at all, still less to address it. 

In lines 15 and 14, on page 1, a refer- 
ence 1s made to— 

‘““A member of any public body elected by 
the ratepayers of the area in which such district 
is situated.” 

The members of public bodies are 
elected by electors; no public body 
is elected by the ratepayers of the area 
assuch. Therefore the language in the 
clause is inaccurate and would be very 
difficult to construe. 


Another important point arises in 
Clause 2 in regard to the question of the 
regulations for the working of this Bill. 
The object of having these iegulations 
is, no doubt, to regulate the power which 
this Bill proposes to create and to safe- 
guard the rights of those who are at 
pesent entitled to use the building 


The Marquess of Londonderry. 
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outside school hours, but the  safe- 
guards which should surround the appli- 
cation of the Bill ought, to my mind, 
to be dealt with in the Bill itself. This 
is the only way in which, in my opinion, 
it would be possible to provide ade- 
quate safeguards and to apply them 
uniformly. There is another important 
provision in the Bill as to the use of 
buildings during election times, and here 
again the definition is incomplete. 
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I have endeavoured to point out 
to the noble Lord who is_ responsibl 
for this measure some of the diffi 
culties that have arisen through the 
inaccurate drafting of the various clauses, 
The noble Lord indicated during the 
Second Reading, and he has repeated 
|the statement to-day, that he would 
| be glad if the Government could see 
| their way to introduce Amendments 
/remedying the defects I have pointed 
‘out; but I have to say, on behalf of 
'His Majesty’s Government, that we 


| could not for a moment consider even 





the desirability of entering on this 
course. Undoubtedly alterations in the 
| Bill are required, not only as_ to 


| substance but also from the point of 
| view of phraseology and drafting, and 
'this being a measure introduced by a 
| private Member I cannot recognise that 
‘it is the duty of the Government to 
/amend or rectify any shortcomings or 
| mistakes in it. 

| We have not put down any Amend- 
ments because we did not consider it 
was our duty to amend a Bill which we 
‘could not regard as possible of being 
made perfect ; for had we done so, and 
had it gone down to the other House 
with Amendments in it which had been 
introduced by His Majesty’s Govern- 
iment, we would have been considered 
‘more or less responsible for the Bill. 
| If the Government had chosen, so to 
speak, to “cut about” the Bill to a 
great extent, and if the noble Lord in 
charge of it had been courteous enough 
to accept those Amendments, even 
then, as this Bill is at present drawn, 
it would be impossible for it to be re- 
garded as absolutely satisfactory. To 
my mind there are two courses open to 
the noble Lord. He has it in his power 
to withdraw the present Bill and submit 
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to your Lordships a Bill de nove, cor- 
recting the shortcomings in the present 
Bill and making it of a character more 
satisfactory to the Government. That 
is, of course, for him to decide. On 
the other hand, he has the right of going 
on with this measure in its present con- 
dition; but he must recognise that if 
he proceeds with it, and it goes down 
to another place unsupported by His 
Majesty’s Government, it has very little. 
if any, chance of becoming law at this 
comparatively late period of the session. 
Consequently the discussions which take 
place on the Amendments to-day must 
be of more or less academic character. 
I do not say I should regret such a 
discussion. I have no doubt it would 
enlighten us as to the way in which a 
measure of this kind might oe improved. 
We, the members of His Mayjesty’s 
Government, can, however, take no part 
in any discussion that may ensue, nor 
shall I, individually, vote in any divi- 
sions upon it. I hope I shall not be 
considered wanting in courtesy in taking 
no further part in the discussion of this 
Bill, and I am glad your Lordships have 
allowed me an opportunity of stating, 
I hope clearly, the line His Majesty’s 
Government propose to take — that 
while concurring in the principle of the 
Bill they cannot, in its present condi- 
tion, give it their support. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, the 
noble Marquess has made one of the 
most extraordinary statements I have 
even heard from a member of IIis 
Majesty’s Government. He has de- 
clared that he is in favour of the prin- 
ciple of the Bill, but that there are some 
difficulties with regard to details. We 
naturally expected that, if the Govern- 
ment were in favour of the principle 
of the Bill, they would have put down 
Amendments in regard to its details. 
The noble Marquess savs that because 
this is a Bill introduced by a private 


Member it is not necessary for the 
Government to deal with it. I cannot 
for a moment accept that. Private 


Members have not infrequently intro- 
duced Bills affecting great Departments 
of the State, and the members of the 
Government representing those Depart- 
ments have always given their opinions 
upon those measures and dealt with 
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them in the fullest possible way. I 
venture to say that the noble Marquess, 
after what he has said, ought either to 
have refused to accept the principle of 
the Bill on the Second Reading or he 
ought to have put down Amendments 
with regard to the matters of detail 
to which he has called attention. 


Now, what is the position? The 
noble Marquess suggests that my noble 
friend should withdraw his Bill. Why 
is it that my noble friend is pressed to 
drop the Bill? The Government them- 
selves, though loth to appeal to the 
country, admit that before very 
long there will be a dissolution. It 
is of the utmost importance, therefore, 
that this extremely useful and necessary 
Bill should be passed promptly, and 
before an appeal to the country takes 
place. My noble friend is not prepared to 
withdrawhis Bill. [should like to ask what 
will happen if the Amendments standing 
in the name of the most rev. Primate are 
accepted. Will that satisfy His Majesty’s 
Government ? It is extremely difficult 
to follow exactly the position in which 
the noble Marquess wishes to place the 
Government. Even if those Amend- 
ments are adopted by the House the Bill 
will not, I understand, satisfy the noble 
Marquess, and he will take no further 
part in the proceedings. I cannot under- 
stand the position which the noble 
Marquess has taken up. He either 
ought to have opposed the Bill on Second 
Reading or dealt with it by putting 
down Amendments, if other Peers 
have not Amendments already on 
the Paper which meet his view, or he 


might have given notice to oppose 
the Third Reading of the Bill. It 
would have been far more straight- 


forward and regular to have opposed 
the Bill than to decide to take no 
further part in the discussion of the 
measure. 


Tue Marquess or LONDONDERRY : 
My Lords, I am sorry that the noble Earl, 
the Leader of the Opposition, should 
have accused me of not acting In a 
straightforward manner, I stated—— 


order : 


*Kart SPENCER: Order, 
We are not in Committee. 
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THE Marquess or LONDONDERRY : 
I am fully aware that I am not entitled 
to speak again, but the noble Earl having 
attacked me, I thought I should have 
been allowed to reply. I consider that 
I have acted in a perfectly straight- 
forward manner. I stated in the debate 
on the Second Reading that we did not 
object to the principle of the Bill, and 
that I myself sympathised with the 
noble Lord, but I have yet to learn that 
it has beer the custom for a_ private 
Member introducing a measure to have 
it amended by the Government and 
sent down to another place. I have 
beer privileged, in Opposition, to 
introduce measures, but I have never 
had them corrected by the Government 
and sent down to another place. 


*KarL SPENCER: I again submit 
that the noble Marquess is out of order 
in speaking a second time. We are not 
in Committee. 


THE Marquess or LONDONDERRY : 
As I am not in order and am refused an 
opportunity of defending myself against 
the charge of not acting in a straight- 
forward manner, I resume my seat. 


Lorp NEWTON: My Lords, when 
this Bill came up for Second Reading 
His Majesty’s Government approved of its 
principle, and the only objection which 
they made—if it could be called an 
objection at all—was that it was of such 
a complicated nature that the House 
could not adequately grapple with it in 
Committee. Now the noble Marquess 
says the Bill is so much nonsense. The 
question I shouid like to ask is, if the 
Bill is nonserse, why was that not stated 
at the former stage ? 


Tut Marquess or RIPON : My Lords, 
I must say this is rather a remarkable 
proceeding. Il do not think the course 
which the noble Marquess the President 
of the Board of Education has taken is 
respectful to this House. Tlie noble 
Marquess on the Second Reading gave 
us no reason to suppose that he was going 
to take a course at this stage which would 
be fatal to the principle of the Bill. He 
had not that courage. He told us, on 


the contrary, that he was in favour of 


the principle of the Bill. 


So far as 1 
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know, the noble Marquess has not given 
to this House until the present moment 
the slightest intimation of the line which 
he was going to take. 


You may look at the benches of this 
House and see that this is a subject in 
which the House takes a great deal of 
interest. The House is rather full. 
Noble Lords have come down to be told 
by His Majesty’s Government that 
whereas on the Second Reading they 
were in favour of the principle of the Bill, 
it is now their intention to adopt a totally 
novel proceeding and decline to take any 
part whatever in the discussion of the 
details of the measure. I can suppose 
it possible that it may be beyond the 
powers of the Board of Education to 
propose any Amendments to the first 
clause of the Bill which the noble Mar- 
quess criticised just now, and which I 
respectfully venture to say I do not think 
he himself understood. But 1 do think 
we have a right to complain that we 
should have been brought down to the 
House to-day with the belief and in the 
expectation that this important measure 
would be considered, and that we should 
be met by a statement that His Majesty's 
Government will have nothing whatever 
to do with the discussion. 

ee a 


Lorp KENYON: My Lords, on be- 
half of the Local Government Board 
I regret to say I cannot afford the noble 
Marquess any better satisfaction than 
he has received at the hands of the Board 
of Education. There is no reason, so 
far as I know, why the Bill cannot be 
discussed now, as we have no Government 
whip against it. Although it might not 
get the same chance of passing the other 
House as it would if it were endorsed by 
His Majesty’s Government, still there is 
no reason why the Bill should not go 
to the other House with the endorsement 
of this House. You have heard the 
noble Marquess the President of the 
Board of Education state that he approves 
of the principle of the Bill. As to the 
drafting of it, 1 presume the House will 
pass some Amendments ; but, on behalf 
of the Local Government Board, I have 
to say that they cannot suggest the 
Amendments which, no doubt, noble 
Lords sitting opposite would wish them 
to do, 
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THe Eart or ROSEBERY: My 
Lords, we are placed in a very grotesque 
position by the action of His Majesty’s 
Government. I was not present on the 
former occasion, but I understand from 
the universal acknowledgement of every 
nobleman who has spoken that the noble 
Marquess the President of the Board of 
Education expressed himself in favour of 
the principle of this Bill. The Local 
Government Board, I am glad to hear, 
is also in favour of the principle of the 
Bill. But the noble Marquess, being 
in favour of the principle, suddenly comes 
forward and makes a long speech in which 
he announces that there are difficulties 
of detail in the Bill with which he and 
the Government are wholly unable to 
grapple. I endeavoured to find out 
what those difficulties were. The noble 
Marquess asked, Who is to decide what 
is the district that a school is intended 
to serve ? I think the intelligence of this 
House might grapple with that difficulty. 
Then he said that ratepayers are men- 
tioned where no elections are conducted 
by ratepayers; they are conducted by 
electors. That, again, seems to me to 
be a rock on which this House ought not 
to split altogether. But, as the result 
of these two petty, minute, I might use 
the word peddling, difficulties which the 
noble Marquess has found in the Bill, he 
suddenly envelopes himself in his own 
virtue, wraps himself in his own dignity, 
resumes his seat, and says he can take 
no further part in the discussion. Is this 
treating your Lordships’ House with that 
respect to which it is entitled ? Or is it 
not rather treating it as an assembly 
below the average of intellect as com- 
pared with the rest of mankind. It is 
true that the noble Lord who represents 
the Local Government Board has risen 
to apply a soothing plaster to our souls. 
He also admits the total incapacity of 
the Local Government Board to deal with 
the complicated details of this Bill, but 
reasserts the passionate attachment of 
the Government to the Bill. I hope we 
shall have further comfort from the noble 
Marquess the Leader of the House. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
Lanspowne) : My Lords, I think my noble 
friend, Lord Londonderry, was amply 
justified in protesting against a charge 
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made on the other side of want of straight- 
forwardness in his conduct. If his con- 
duct is open to any criticism I should 
have said that its extreme straight- 
forwardness and  candour exposed 
a somewhat needlessly large target to the 
criticisms of the other side. Nor was my 
noble friend guilty of disrespect to your 
Lordships’ House. Our position remains 
exactly where it was when this Bill was 
before your Lordships on a _ previous 
occasion. We are in favour of the principle 
of the Bill as we were then, but the Bill 
having been examined, the Departments 
most interested have come to the conclu- 
sion that it would require so much recast- 
ing and so many alterations that, consider- 
ing the stage of the session at which we 
have arrived, they do not thinkit desirable 
that they should be called upon to under- 
take the task of remodelling the measure. 
The action of my noble friend beside me 
will not, after all. make the slightest 
difference to the fate of the Bill. We 
must all be aware that, supposing we 
were to pass this Bill now, it stands no 
chance of becoming law this session. Is 
it not, therefore, perfectly legitimate 
that we should invite your Lordships to 
debate it, that we should learn what we 
can from the debate, but that we should 
not undertake the responsibility of mak- 
ing what we conceive to be a badly-drawn 
measure into one fit to take its place on 
the Statute-book ? 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: As I have 
already spoken I will, so as to put myself 
in order, move the adjournment of the 
debate. I wish to reiterate what has 
been said on this side as to the House 
being placed in a most extraordinary 
position by the action of noble Lords 
opposite. With regard to what has been 
said in this debate about Bills introduced 
by private Members, I may say that since 
I have had the honour of being a Member 
of your Lordships House I have myself 
brought in a Bill on the impertant sub- 
ject of open spaces which was referred to 
the Department interested, and that 
Department gave me its advice on the 
subject and the Bill was passed. 


Tur Marquess oF LONDONDEPRY: 
I should like to ask whether the noble 
Lord is in order. 
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Lorp BURGHCLERE: I am moving 
the adjournment of the debate. 


Tue Marquess or LONDONDERRY : 
Is that in order ? 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): It is not. 


Ear, CARRINGTON : 


adjournment of the debate. 


Moved, “ That thedebate be adjourned.” | 


—(Earl Carrington.) 


Lorp BURGHCLERE: 
wished to point out, with regard to 
Bills brought in by private Members 
being referred to the Departments in- 
terested and subsequently becoming the 
law of the land, that when I myself had 
the honour of introducing into this 
House a Bill on the important question 
of open spaces the Bill was referred to 
the Board of Agriculture ; I received 
the Amendments of that Department 
and the Bill obtained the sanction of 
the Government, was referred to the 
House of Commons and is now on the 
Statute-book. Therefore, I think I 
have given the noble Marquess opposite 
a concrete precedent which might have 
been followed in a Bill of this description. 
The noble Marquess speaks of this Bill 
as if it was a complicated measure like 
the Local Government Bill of 1894. 
Why, it is a Bill of only three clauses 


to"meet a matter of extreme simplicity, | 


and I submit—— 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR: May 
I remind the noble Lord that the Motion 
is the adjournment of the debate. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE : If, in addition 
to wishing me to withdraw the Bill, the 
Government wish to silence me, I can 
do nothing but resume my seat. 


On Question, resolved in the negative. 


Original Motion agreed to. 


House in Committee (according to 


Order). 
[The Earl of Onstow in the Chair.] 


Clause 1, 
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| Tue Marquess or BRISTOL moved 
'to omit from Clause 1 the words “ if 
there be no other public building avail- 
‘able which shall be suitable and con- 
| venient for the purpose.” He said that 
‘the noble Lord in charge of the Bill 
| proposed to give electoral bodies through- 
/out the kingdom, without exception, in 
| districts where there were public ele- 
mentary schools, a right of using those 
‘schools for public meetings; but the 
restrictive words which he (the Marquess 
of Bristol) now proposed to omit would, 
he thought, if left in the clause, en- 
'tirely cut away the privileges given by 
the Bill from urban districts. He 
thought feelings of envy and jealousy 
would be aroused if rural districts were 
allowed the use of the schools free of 
charge while the electors and inhabitants 
of urban districts had to seek for rooms 
for their public meetings in other build- 
ings, at the same time being compelled 
to pay such sums as the avarice of the 
owners might demand. He appealed 
to Lord Burghclere,’ in his endeavour 
to remove what was an undoubted 
grievance, to take care not to create 
another grievance which would be 
equally irritating. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 5, to leave out from the word 
“Act” to the second word ‘the’ in line 7.”— 
(The Marquess of Bristol.) 


Lorp BURGHCLERE said the noble 
Marquess’s Amendment would greatly 
enlarge the scope of the Bill, and though 
_ he might entertain considerable sympathy 
for it he felt that he would not be acting 
up to the pledges he had given to the 
right rev. Bench and their Lordships 
on the Second Reading if he were now to 
support it. If there was no other suit- 
able or convenient building in urban 
districts, then the schoolroom would be 
at the disposal of the electors under this 
Bill; but his (Lord Burghclere’s) chief 
object was to meet the cases of rural 
villages where there were no other 
places in which the electors could meet, 
except perhaps a public-house or the 
| Nonconformist chapel. 

{ 
| On Question, Amendment negatived. 
| 

THE Maraqusss or BRISTOL: Will 
my noble friend agree to leave out the 
word “ other” ? 
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Lorp BURGHCLERE: I 
fectly willing to agree to that. 


am 


per- 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
suggested that the noble Marquess should 
postpone the moving of this Amendment 
until the next stage. 


THE Marquess oF BRISTOL agreed 


to do so. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE said the 
Amendment standing in his name was 
placed on the Paper in the hope that it 
would meet the views 
Marquess the President of the Board of 
Education. The words in the Bill were 
taken from the Local Government Act 
of 1894, of which the Bill was merely 
an enlargement ; but as municipal and 
Parliamentary electors were now in- 
cluded as well as parochial electors, he 
moved to leave out “electors and in- 
habitants ” as those entitled to the use 
of the school, and to insert in their place 
the words “parochial municipal, or 
Parliamentary electors.” If, however, 
the Amendment did not meet the wishes 
of the noble Marquess, he would not press 
it. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 1, line 7, after the second word 
‘the’ to insert the words ‘ parochial, municipal, 
or Parliamentary,’ and to leave out the word 
‘and inhabitants.’ ’’—(Lord Burghelere.) 


Tue Marquess oF LONDONDERRY 
said the Government would take no 
action one way or the other, and 
therefore he did not propose to bind 
himself. The Amendment would to a 
certain extent more closely define those 
who might attend the meetings ; but for 
himself he thought it would be better 
to follow the precedent in the Allotments 
Act. 


THE Marquess oF RIPON said the 
meetings would be public meetings and 
anybody might attend them. The real 
point was, who was to have the right of 
making application for the use of the 
school building for a meeting. 


Ear CARRINGION held that the 
clause was perfectly clear. The noble 
Marquess the President of the Board of 
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difficulties and ambiguities, but it clearly 
stated that the persons who should be 
entitled to the use of the buildings 
were the— 

‘Electors and inhabitants of any district 
served by a public elementary school receiving 
a grant out of moneys provided by Parliament.” 

The Noble Marquess had also 
asked who were to excluge persons not 
entitled to attend the meetings. There 
would be no exclusion at all. There 
was no power under the Bill to exclude 
a “ carpet bagger ” fromthe meeting. It 
was purely a question as to who should 
be entitled to have the use of the school- 
room for the purpose of convening a 
meeting. 


Lorp HENEAGE hoped the noble 
Lord would persist in his Amendment. 
It was a distinct improvement of the 
drafting, and he did not see why they 
should not do all they could to improve 
the Bill even if His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment were unwilling to do so. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Tue Marquess oF BRISTOL moved 
to omit the words “ free of charge,” on 
the ground that it was a breach of the 
privileges of the House of Commons for 
their Lordships’ House to insert any such 


provision. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 7, to leave out the words 
‘ free of charge.” ””—(T'he Marquess of Bristol.) 


Lorp HENEAGE supported the dele- 
tion of the words “free of charge” in 
order that the House mignt be at liberty 
subsequently to pass an Amendment 
standing in his name, providing that 
the school managers should make a fixed 
charge, which should be payable in 
advance, for the reasonable expenses 
incurred py them in connection with the 
necessary preparation of the room or 
rooms for the purpose of any meeting, 
including coals, lighting, and cleaning. 
He thought this would be far preferable 


: to the cumbrous provisions of Clause 2. 


Lorp CLIFFORD or CHUDLEIGH 
said he did not understard that the Bill 
was brought forward for the purpose of 


Education had said that it was full of | lessening the expense of Parliamentary 
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elections, and in those circumstances 
he saw no reason why school buildings 
should be let free of charge. Some 
charge, should be made, but it should 
be a reasonable one. He supported the 
Amendment. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE said that in 
introducing tne words “ free of charge” 
he followed the example of the Con- 
servative Government of 1892, who 
brought in a Bill to effect absolutely the 
same object as the one row before their 
Lordships, and which contained a pro- 
vision that the buildings should be let 
free of charge. The question of a fixed 
charge, not for the rent of the building, 
but for the expenses incurred in pre- 
paring the room and tor lighting and 
other matters, was already fully covered 
by the Bill, which gave the local educa- 
tion authority a right to make rules with 
regard to the user ot the schools ; and it 
was also laid down ir Clause 2, Section (a), 
that any expenses incurred—such as for 
gas and other matters—could be charged 
by the managers, and would be payable 
by the person convening the meeting. 
If noble Lords thought that the leaving 
in of the words “ free of charge” would 
prevent the insertion of a provision 
in that direction, he would suggest 
that after the words “tree of charge ” 
the words “in respect of rent” 
should be inserted. Free of charge in 
this Bill and in the Local Government 
Act of 1894 meant free of charge in 
respect of rent for the user of the school. 
The insertion of the words “in respect 
of rent,” as he suggested, would leave 
open the question of making a fixed 
charge for gas, firing, and other incidental 
expenses. If- his noble friend would 
move an Amendment in the form he 
(Lord Burghclere) now suggested, he 
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Lorp ZOUCHE or HARYNGWORTH 
hoped the House would accept the 
Amendment moved by the Marquess of 
Bristol. He did not see why a rental, 
so long as it was not an excessive one, 
should not be charged in respect of the 
use of the school buildings for these 
meetings. There had never been any 
grievance on the ground of having to pay 
for a room in which to hold an election 
meeting, and, if there was no other suitable 
room, he did not see why a small charge 
should not be made for the use of the 
schoolroom, 


THE Marquess oF RIPON thought 
there was very good reason why no 
charge should be made in the shape of 
rent for the use of schoolrooms. These 
schools were in receipt of a very large 
amount of public money, and_ he did 
think that buildings of that kind might 
reasonably be expected to discharge a 
public duty of this sort. He himself 
had always acted upon that principle 
and given to candidates of both Parties, 
without the slightest hesitation or charge, 
the use of schools over which he had 
control. The addition of the words 
“in respect of rent,” as suggested by 
his noble friend, should meet all reason- 
able objections. 


Lorp HENEAGE intimated _ that 
for himself he would be quite willing to 
accept the compromise suggested by Lord 
Burghelere, as he had no wish that anv 
charge should be made for the use of the 
school. 


On Question, “That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
clause,” their Lordships divided. Con- 
tents, 23; Not contents, 45. 
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THe Marquess or BRISTOL moved 
to delete the words — 

“Any Member of Parliament, county council- 
lor, or member of any public body elected 
by the ratepayers of the area in which such 
district is situated.” 

He thought there was an excess of | 
persons allowed to give notice under this 
clause. For himself, he would have | 
preferred that the permission should | 
only be given to the candidates or their 
agents. As he understood the clause, | 
all Members of Parliament could give | 
the notice as well as all county councillors 
and a vast number of members of miscel- 
laneous bodies. He thought the clause 
ought to be recast. As a member of 
the managing body of a small school 
he was in a state of abject terror when 
he saw the large number of persons who 
were to be entitled to demand the use 
of the school. ; 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 1, line Ll, to leave out from the 
word ‘by’ to the word ‘any’ in line 14.”— 
(The Marquess of Bristol.) 





Lorp BURGHCLERE said the noble 
Marquess was mistaken. It was not | 
meant that any Member of Parliament | 
or any county councillor could call for 
the use of the school ; but if there was any 
doubt on the point it could be removed 
by the insertion, after ‘* Member of 
Parliament,” the words “ representing 
the district or area in which such school 
is situated.” And the same words could 
be inserted after “county councillor.” 





, Malmesbury, E. 


| Clifford of Chudleigh, I. 


| Ellenborough, L. 


| would limit the use o 


| date.” 
/not only were any of these gentlemen 





Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY 
pointed out that the clause as the Mar- 


Heneage, L: 
j Herries, L. 
Hylton, L. 
Killanin, L. 
Lawrence, L 
Ludlow, L. 
Macnaghten, L, 
Napier, L. 
Newton, L. 
| Ravensworth, L. 
Robertson, L. 
Sherborne, L. 
Sinclair, L. 
Stewart of Garlies, L 
(EF. Galloway.) 

Zouche of Haryngworth, wv. 
' (Teller. 





quess of Bristol —_—— to amend it 

the schools to the 
Parliamentary candidate. When the 
candidate got elected he would be debarred 
from addressing a meeting of his con- 
stituents in the school. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 


| mittee withdrawn. 


Lorp HENEAGE moved to leave 
out the words “any of their agents” 
and to insert “the responsible and duly 
appointed election agent of such candi- 
As the clause at present stood, 


allowed to have the use of the schools 
on their own application, but the use 
had to be granted on the application of 
any of their agents. He thought that 


| was giving a very wide permission, 


and he hoped the noble Lord in charge 
of the Bill would accept his Amendment. 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 16, to leave out the words 
‘any of their agents’ and insert the words 


!*the responsible and duly appointed election 


agent of such candidate.’ ’’—(Lord Heneage.) 


Lorp BURGHCLERE said he was 


prepared to accept the Amendment. 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THe Marquess or BRISTOL did not 
know whether the Amendment standing 
in his name was in order, but he wished 
to secure that the same fee should be 
chareed for the use of the rooms in the 
school in the case of public meetings 
as was charged in the case of other 
social gatherings or meetings. 
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Amendment moved— 


Public Meetings 


“In page I, line 20, after the word ‘ given’ 
to insert the words ‘ and who, if required to do 
so, shall pay such accustomed charges as are 
payable by other persons using the rooms in 
the school.’ ”°—(The Marquess of Bristol.) 


Lorp BURGHCLERE did not think 
that the noble Marquess’s Amendment 
would quite carry out his intention. He 
therefore suggested that the Amendment 
should read-- 

“and, who, if required to do so, shall pay in 
respect of rent and other charges an amount 
not exceeding the amount usually paid in respect 
of such charges by persons using the same room 
for the purpose of public meetings.” 


Tue Marquess or BRISTOL was 
quite willing to accept the suggested 
Amendment. 


Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY 
thought the line taken by Lord Heneage 
in the Amendment standing in his name 
to Clause 2 was preferable to that con- 
tained in the Amendment now before 
the House. He took it that the House 
did not wish the managers of the schools 
to be at any loss, but they did not want 
the charge to be an unreasonable or 
prohibitive one. If the Amendment 
were adopted, persons who did not want 
their schools used at all had only to 
fix an unreasonable charge and everyone 
was shut out. Parishioners in a village 
should be entitled to make the fullest 
use, on reasonable terms, of the school 
building, which was probably the only 
suitable building in the village. The 
Amendment which Lord Heneage pro- 
posed to move at a later stage provided 
that the charge should be merely suffi- 
cient to cover out-of-pocket expenses. 
Lord Burghclere, in his desire to get his 
Bill through, had offered the nobie 
Marquess opposite (the Marquess of 
Bristel) an Amendment which in a 
substantial number of places would be 
injurious to the object he had in view. 


Lord BURGHCLERE suggested that 
perhaps noble Lords would be prepared 
to accept an Amendment providing that 
the charges to Le made for the use of such 
rooms should be according t» a fixed 
scale graduated in pro ortion to the 
number of persons which the school 
would accommodate, but that in no case 


The Marquess of Bristol. 
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should the maximum charge exceed 
20s. for each meeting of not more than 
three hours duration. 


Lorp HENEAGE said he infinitely 
preferred the proviso to Clause 2 standing 
in his name. He believed the desire 
of most of the school managers was that 
the schools should be used as far as 
possible for all proper purposes, but they 
did desire that they might be entitled to 
charge a fixed sum such as was paid by 
other people, and that the sum should 
be paid beforehand so as to avoid the 
chance of its being disputed afterwards, 
The managers would not be likely to 
fix an unfair sum because they would 
require the use of the school for persons 
of their own religious or political per- 
suasion. They should be allowed to 
have a scale of charges which they could 
impose upon everybody alike, and he 
thought that his proviso would carry that 
out Letter than any of the suggested 
Amendments. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE thought that 
an Amendment on this point would be 
more appropriate in Clause 2. 


Viscount CROSS agreed, and ex- 
pressed the hope that the stipulation 
would be made that the charge should 
be paid beforehand. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY proposed the insertion of 
words providing that meetings shoula 
not be held on Sundays, on Ash Wednes- 
day, Good Friday, Ascension Day, or 
Christmas Day. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 20, after the word * held’ 
to insert the words ‘on Sundays, nor on Ash 
Wednesday, Good Friday, Ascension Day, 
Christmas Day, nor.’”?—(T’he Lord Archbishop 
of Canterbury.) 


Lorp BURGHCLERE accepted the 


Amendment. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY moved a further Amendment 
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for the purpose of preventing meetings 
infringing on the hours set apart for 
religious instruction in school, the clause 
as drafted only providing this safe- 
guard in the case of secular instruction. 
He explained that the proviso, as 
amended, would read-— 

** Provided that such public meeting shall 
not be held on Sundays, nor on Ash Wednesday, 
Good Friday, Ascension Day, Christmas day, 
nor at such times or in such manner as to interfere 
with the hours set apart for the religious or 
secular instruction of day or evening scholars. 
ete.” 

Amendment moved— 

“In page 1, line 22, after the word ‘ the’ 
to insert the words ‘ religious or.’ ”—(7'he Lord 
Archbishop of Canterbury.) 


Lorp BURGHCLERE accepted the 
Amendment. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THE LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY explained that the words 
contained in his next Amendment were 
taken from a similar provision in the 
Local Government Act of 1894. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 23, after the word ‘ school’ 
to insert the words ‘ or with such other lawful 
use of the building as has under proper authority 
been customary, or if the use of the schoolrooms 
on the said day and at the said time has pre- 
viously to the receipt of the notice of the meeting 
been granted for some other purpose.’”—(Z'he 
Lord Archbishop of Canterbury.) 


Lorp BURGHCLERE accepted the 
Amendment. 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2: 


Lorp CLIFFORD or CHUDLEIGH, 
who had given notice of an Amendment 
in page 1, line 27, after “ provide,” to 
insert— 

‘**(a) That the person on whose behalf the 
notice is given shall pay to the managers of 
the school a reasonable sum by way of hire of the 
room,” 
said the sole object of his Amendment 
was to enable the managers to make a 
reasonable charge for the use of the 
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school. He was conscious of the diffi- 
culty there was in ensuring that the 
charge should be a reasonable one. 
His Amendment left it to the local edu- 
cation authority to decide what should 
be a reasonable sum for the use of the 
schoolroom, but he was not so wedded 
to the actual words of his Amendment 
as not to be prepared to accept the 
Amendment down in the name of Lord 
Heneage, which would carry out the 
object he had in view. He, therefore, 
would not move the Amendment stand- 
ing in his name. 


Lorp HENEAGE said he understood 
the noble Lord in charge of the Bill was 
prepared to accept his Amendment. 
He would, therefore, formally move it. 


Amendment moved— 

‘In page 2, line 10, to leave out the word 
‘and’ and insert the words ‘ provided that 
nothing contained in this Act shall prevent any 
school managers from making a fixed charge for 
the reasonable expenses incurred by them in 
connection with the necessary preparation of 
the room or rooms for the purposes of any 
meeting, including coals, lighting, and cleaning ; 
and provided also.’ ”’—(Lord Heneage.) 


Lorpv BURGHCLERE accepted the 


Amendment. 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THe Marauess or BRISTOL moved 
to leave out paragraph (b) and to insert 
the new paragraph in bis Amendment. 


Amendment moved— 

“In page 2, to leave out paragraph (b) and 
to insert the following new paragraph : 

““(b) That (except during such times as an 
election is actually in progress) the right to use 
such rooms shall not be exercised by or on 
behalf of any particular candidate more than 
once in reference to the same candidature.’ ”’— 
(The Marquess of Bristol.) 


Lorp BURGHCLERE was not pre- 
pared to accept the Amendment, as it 
would prevent the use of the rooms on 
more than one occasion during the whole 
period of a person’s candidature. The 
sub-section which the noble Marquess 
proposed to leave out was as follows. 

*(b) That (except during such times as an 


election is actually in progress) no room shall 
be used for the purposes of this Act by, or on 
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behalf of, any particular person on more than 
two occasions during the same year.” 

He (Lord Burghclere) was willing to 
meet the noble Marquess by substituting 
‘‘ one occasion ” for “ two occasions ”’ in 
the last line of this subsection. 


THE Marquess or BRISTOL ac- 
cepted this Amendment and withdrew, 
by leave of the Committee, the one he had 
already moved. 


Amendment, by leave of the Com- 
mittee, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 2, line 14 to leave out 
the words ‘two occasions’ and imsert the 
words ‘one occasion.’ ”—(Lord Burghelere.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


THe LORD ARCHBISHOP vor 
CANTERBURY moved the insertion of 


a new subsection to secure that the 


managers of each school should be made ! 


aware, when the year began, whether 
their school came. within the category 
of schools likely to be so demanded. 
He did not think managers ought to be 
subjected to this inconventence without 
knowing beforehand, in making their 
arrangements, whether their school rooms 
were liable during the ensuing twelve 
months to be used for public meetings by 
virtue of this Bill. 


Amendment moved — 


“In page 2, line 14, after the word ‘ year’ 


to insert the words : 


“(c) That a day be appointed in each year on 
or before which the local education authority 
shall publish a schedule showing what school- 
rooms within such district are liable during 
the ensuing twelve months to be used for public 
meetings by virtue of this Act.’ ””—(The Lord 
Archbishop of Canterbury.) 


Lorp BURGHCLERE drew atten- 
tion to an Amendment standing in his 
name to Clause 3 which had for its object 
the substitution of the local education 
authority for the Board of Education 
as the authority under the Bill. The 
local education authority would be able 
very easily to determine the proper 
rooms which were to be used, and the 
Amendment was really unnecessary ; 
but if the most rev. Primate really 


Lord Burghclere, 
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wished to press his Amendment he would 
suggest that he should substitute the 
word “ may ” for “ shall,” so as to make 
it permissive instead of compulsory. 
There were many districts in whicn it 
would be absolutely unnecessary to pre- 
pare a schedule. 


THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or 
CANTERBURY said he was prepared, 
at the moment, to accept the suggestion 
subject to the right to reconsider the 
point at a later stage. There were, 
he said, some districts where the local 
education authority were doing their best 
to hamper certain schools, and it was 
possible that in those areas the local 
education authority would not act with 
complete fairness. 


Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY 
spoke of the serious inconvenience which 
would be caused to the local education 
authority of the West Riding ot York- 
shire and other large areas if the Amend- 
ment were adopted. He thought it 
would be better not to require a schedule 
to be published, but that managers of 
schools who thought their schools un- 
suitable and inconvenient should re- 
present their view to the local educa- 
tion authority. 


Tuk LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY said it was desirable that the 
local education authority should con- 
sider the question beforehand. If the 
matter was to be considered after the 
notice of the meeting was given, he 
thought the difficulties would be very 
much greater. 


Lorp HERRIES hoped the noble 
Lord in charge of the Bill would retain 
the words at present in the clause. 
He was anxious that the interests of 
non-provided schools should be safe- 
guarded, but thought it would be im- 
possible for the local education authority 
to send all over the county to find what 
schoolrooms within their area would 
be liable to be used under the Act. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE said it was 
not his duty to defend the Amendment 
which had been moved by the most 
rev. Primate, but the local education 
authorities to which he referred were 
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the local education committees—the 
district committees, as they practically 
were—which in a vast number of cases 
had been appointed. Those were the 
persons he wished to make the authority 
under this Bill, and they would certainly 
know which schools were available and 
which were not. At the same time, he 
was not responsible for the Amendment. 


Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY said | 


that if the education authority for the 
county had divided its area into dis- 
tricts the district authorities were sub- 
ordinate committees working under the 
education authority, and were not the 
education authority. 


Lorp BURGHCLER#: Yes, but they 


cau report to the education authority. 


Lorp HENEAGE contended that if 
the Amendment was inserted difficulties 
would arise on every side. It would 
be cumbrous and create a great deal 
of confusion as to how it was to be carried 
out. 


*Ear~L SPENCER appealed to the 
most rey. Primate not to press his Amend- 
ment. He assured him that the drawing 
up of schedules in the way proposed for 
the whole of a county would be a most 
complicated and difficult matter. 


case should be dealt with as it arose. 


THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY said he would withdraw 
the Amendment after the appeal of the 
noble Earl, and consider the matter 
between this and the next stage of the 


Bill. 


Amendment, by leave of the Committee, 
withdrawn. = 


Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3: 


Lorp BURGHCLERE moved to sub- 
stitute the local education authority 
for the Board of Education as the author- 
ity under the Bill. 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 2, line 17, to leave out the words 
‘ Board of Education’ and insert the words 
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He | 
thought it would be better that each | 
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| ‘local education authority for the district. 
| provided always that no room or building 
| registered for divine worship, nor any room 
| connected with or attached to any place licensed 
for the sale of intoxicating liquors shall be 
deemed a suitable room for the purposes of this 
Act.’ ”—(Lord Burghclere.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to, 


| Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 

Lorp MONKSWELL suggested the 
advisability of inserting some definition 
of the word “candidate.” He thought 
that if the provision was left in the 
Bill as it stood, the mere holding of a 
meeting in a schoolroom would consti- 
tute a person a candidate in the sense 
that the expenses of the meeting would 
have to be entered as part of his election 
expenses. It seemed hardly desirable 
that this should be the case, especially as 
the person might not have been actually 
selected as the candidate, and he should not 
include in his election expenses the cost 
of meetings before his candidature was 
endorsed. 


Lorp BURGHCLERE did not think 
| the Bill would have the effect which Lord 
Monkswell feared, but said that if the 
noble Lord had any doubts on the subject 
and would draft an Amendment he would 
consider it at the next stage. 


Clause. 4 agreed to. Bill re-committed 
_to the Standing Committee; and to be 
printed as amended. (No. 112.) 


CLOSING OF LICENSED PREMISES 
(CHRISTMAS DAY) (IRELAND) BILL. 


{THIRD READING. } 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
read, 


Moved, “That the Bill!be now read 
3°.” —(Lord Avebury.) 


| Tue Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
having given notice to move an Amend- 
'ment to exclude the Province of Ulster 
|from the operation of this Bill, I 
|should like to say a few words upon 
‘it. When I first saw that my noble 
| friend Lord Avebury, who is so active 
|in matters of legislation, had taken 


| UP the subject of Christmas Day, it 
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appeared to me that he was poaching on 
the manor of the right rev. Prelates 
opposite. My noble friend Lord 
Avebury occupies an unique position. 
He is the only man who has been 
canonised during his lifetime, and not 
only has he one Saint’s Day but four, 
for each of the four Bank Holidays is 
called St. Lubbock’s Day. Whether, 
when this Bill passes, another name will 
be given to Christmas Day in Ireland I 
donot know. I happened to be spending 
a holiday recently in Ireland, and I 
thought it right to endeavour to find out 
what the feelings of the people there were 
with reference to this Bill. Knowing 
what the Presbyterian feeling in 
Scotland was, I thought that the 
Presbyterian feeling in Ulster was 
the same. I found, however, that 
that was not so. The people of Ulster 
are not hostile to the Bill. As a matter 
of fact, it rather surprised me to find that 
the Irish are so distrustful of their 
powers of resistance and so anxious for 
coercion in this matter. As, however, 
they accept the Bill of my noble friend, 
I congratulate him upon that fact, and 
shall certainly not move the Amendment 
of which I have given notice. 


On Question, Bill read 3*, and passed. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (SHOPS) BILL [1.1]. 


Order of the Day read for the House 
going into Committee. 


Moved, “That the House do now 
resolve itself into Committee.”—(Lord 
Avebury.) 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LanspownE): My Lords, our ex- 
perience earlier in the evening of 
the result of Ministerial statements 
on going into Committee is, perhaps, 
not entirely encouraging, but I am, 
nevertheless, impelled to say a few 
words to your Lordships on the position 
in which the House finds itself with 
reference to this Bill. Your Lordships 
will remember that when it last came 
before us my noble friend Lord Belper, 
on behalf of the Home Office, moved 
an Amendment to the effect that 


The Earl of Wemyss. 


{LORDS} 





(Shops) Bill. 508 


the House was not prepared to legislate 
upon the subject without further infor- 
mation as to the facts of the case, and 
that a Select Committee be appointed to 
inquire into the conditions upon which 
Sunday trading is now permitted by law. 
We thought then, and we think now, 
that my noble friend’s Amendment was 
the proper way of dealing with the Bill 
on the Table. But that Amendment met 
with a good deal of objection from 
different parts of the House. It was 
objected to by the noble mover of the 
Bill. It was also, if I remember right, 
objected to by the most rev. Primate, 
and the noble Earl the Leader of the 
Opposition supported the proposal that 
the Bill should be read a second time and 
referred to a Select Committee. 


The Bill now comes back to us from 
that Committee. It has been, I have no 
doubt, improved in some particulars, 
but I am bound to suggest to your Lord- 
ships that the Bill as it now stands is 
not in such a shape that it could with 
advantage be placed on the Statute-book. 
I certainly do not impute any blame to 
the Committee. They were not givena 
free hand to examine into this difficult 
and complicated subject, and were neces- 
sarily limited to the amendment of the 
particular Bill placed before them; and 
I am afraid the result of their labours 
has been to produce what I can only call 
a piece of not very successful patchwork. 
The Bill is to be tacked on to the exist- 
ing Sunday Observance Act of 1677. 
That Act is not repealed and remains in 
force. We shall, therefore, have side by 
side the old law and the new law, and 
the result, I am afraid, will be to produce 
not a few ambiguities and inconsistencies 
which may lead to extremely inconvenient 
results. 


It is quite clear that the intention of 
the authors of this Bill is to strengthen 
the law against Sunday trading. The 
main proposal, I suppose, if there is one, 
in the Bill is the proposal that the 
penalties for Sunday trading should be 
considerably increased; but, my Lords, 
side by side with that proposal are other 
proposa!s of a wholly different kind, 
which create very serious exceptions in 
favour of Sunday trading. If your Lord- 
ships will look at the third section of the 
Bill and at the schedule you will find 
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that there are, in the first place, certain | Bill will operate capriciously and 
trades which remain wholly unaffected | unfairly. It will, I cannot help 
by this Bill. It does not touch, for| thinking, be unjust to the smaller 
instance, the trade in intoxicating | traders, who have not the organisation 
liquors, which remains where it is|and the means of making themselves 
under the law already in force. Then, | heard which are enjoyed by the larger 
again, the trade in refreshments for| shopkeepers. And, if numerous state- 
immediate consumption remains un-| ments which have been circulated and 
altered, and, curiously enough, the trade in | which your Lordships have seen are to be 
newspapers, magazines, and periodicals | believed, we are led to the conclusion 
also remains uninterfered with, I presume that these small traders did not have— 
upon the ground that if there is to be perhaps it was inevitable—a sufficient 
free trade in refreshments of the body opportunity of making their case 
there should be equal free trade in re- heard before the Committee of your 
freshments of the mind. ‘Lordships’ House. These poor people 
‘are not pleased, and their customers, 


exceptions dealt with in the second part who are, I think, entitled to our sym- 
of the schedule. Those exceptions will | pathy, whose opportunities of supply- 
have this effect, that the sale of certain | 1" themselves with the common 
commodities, such as bread, fish, fruit, | P°°ess4ties of life are very limited, are 
and cooked meat, can only take place also discontented with this Bill and 
before nine o’clock in the morning. There would regret to see it become law. 

is a third class of exception which is still 
more remarkable. Under Subsection 
(b) power is given to the local authority 
to extend, by resolution, the list of trades 
which may be practised before the hour 
of nine o’clock in the morning. So that 
this state of things will arise, that under 
this subsection the trade in any particular 
article may be permitted on Sunday 
while at the same time, under the exist- 
ing law, those who trade in that very 
same article may be punished by fines 
and penalties, 


Then we come to another class of 


But that is not all. I have here a 
document which has been circulated by 
the Lord’s Day Observance Society pro- 
testing very strongly against the Bill on 
the ground that it is unnecessary, that it 
is deceptive, that it is injurious to the 
best interests of young people, and finally 
that it will prove impracticable in action. 
I cannot help thinking that all these 
documents disclose a somewhat serious 
state of things, and that they should at 
least lead us to pause before we too 
hurriedly pass this measure into law. 

I must mention yet another exception | While I hold this view I do not suggest 
which also seems to me of a very serious | that your Lordships’ House should reject 
kind. It is the exception contained in | the Bill. I may be permitted to say, in 
Clause 6 of the Bill, under which local | all sincerity, that I regard with the 
authorities are empowered to apply to | utmost respect the source from which 
the Secretary of State for a suspension of | the Bill proceeds,- and I respect the 
the provisions of the Act on the ground | opinion of those noble Lords who desire 
that owing to special circumstances they | that it should become law; but the fact 
might press with undue and exceptional | remains that the Bill has elicited very 
severity on the general body of the/ serious criticism, and, so far as we can 
traders and their customers in a particular | judge, there is no chance whatever of its 
area. Icannot-help thinking that that | passing into law during the present ses- 
section will place the Home Secretary in| sion of Parliament. In these circum- 
a very invidious position and one in which | stances, although I certainly should not 
no Minister should be placed. He will| move the rejection of the measure, I am 
have to hold the balance between those | bound to say that it seems to me at least 
who are in favour of the rigid observance | doubtful whether it would be for the 
of the Sabbath and those, on the con- | advantage of your Lordships that you 
trary, who hold that a certain class of | should pass it. We, at any rate, who sit 
trading is permissible on the Sabbath | on this bench desire that it should be 
day. The result of all these exceptional | understood that we cannot accept any 
enactments will, I fear, be that the| responsibility for the Bill, and that we 


VOL. CXLVIII[. [Fourru Sertes.] R 








br 


511 Sunday Closing 


regard it as still open to some very serious | 
objections. | 
| 
| 


*Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, I necd | 
hardly say that I have listened to the | 
remarks which have just fallen from the | 
noble Marquess with very great regret. | 
The principal objections that my noble | 
friend took had reference, not to what the | 
Bill does, but to what the Bill does not 
do. One of the objections made was 
that the Bill does not repeal the Act 
of Charles II. I was disposed to 
take the same view as the noble 
Marquess that this Act might well 
be repealed, and { did my best to repeal 
it in another Bill last year. But it was 
objected to by Viscount Cross and by 
Lord Belper, as representing His Majesty’s 


Government, and in deference to these | 


high authorities in the House I did 
not this year propose to repeal the Act | 
of Charles II. If the noble Marquess 
thinks this should be done, we should 
make no objection. The next objec- | 
tion taken by the noble Marquess 
was that the Bill does not deal 
with the sale of intoxicating liquors. 
There are many who would be glad if 
the Bill could have dealt with that matter, 
but because you cannot do all you wish 
in one direction that is no reason why 
you should refrain from doing what. is | 
good in another. Moreover, public- | 
houses have always been dealt with in| 
legislation separately from shops. 
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Bill to the favourable consideration of 
the House. 


The evidence taken shows that there is 
a deep and general feeling among the 
tradesmen of the country in favour of the 
provisions of the Bill. We obtained the 
opinion of over 300 tradesmen’s associa- 
tions in all parts of the country, and the 
Confectioners’ Association was the only 
one which did not wish the Bill to become 
law. They were almost unanimous jn 
the wish to have their Sunday rest, 
and they told the Committee that 
Sunday trading was on the inercase, 
and would, in their opinion, increase 
further. I venture to say that there are 
few things upon which there is such 
unanimity of opinion amongst the trad- 
ing community as there is upon the 
desirability of this Bill becoming law. 
Then the noble Marquess referred to the 
customers. ‘The Committee obtained 
a great deal of evidence as to the feeling 
of the customers. Sunday closing is 
supported by trade councils and associa- 
tions all over the country. It is sup- 
ported by the London Trade Council, the 
Bristol Trade Council, the Nottingham 
Trade Council, the Walsall ‘Trade 
Council, the Irish Trade Council, the 
Glasgow Trade Council, and various 
other trade councils throughout the 
country; not a single trade council has 
opposed the Bill, and I submit, there- 
fore, to your Lordships that the customers, 


the poorer classes, as well as th» trades- 


'men themselves, are in favour of the 


The noble Marquess next complains that 
we permit certain things to be sold up 
to nine o’clock in the morning. I sub- 
mit it is too much to expect working | 
people, many of whom live a whole 
family in a single room in the great 
Metropolis, to lay in overnight stores of | 
vegetables and other perishable food in 
hot weather. It has been thought desir- 
able, therefore, to allow poor people the 
opportunity of buying these perishable 
articles up toa certain hour on Sunday 
morning. The noble Marquess expressed | 
somewhat severe opinions with reference | 
to this Bill, but he did not hear the evi- 
dence which was given in favour of it. The | 
noble Lords to whom the House en- | 
t: usted the consideration of this question 
in Select Committee heard a great deal | 
of evidence, were unanimous in their | 


passing of this Bil. 


The noble Marquess next referred to 
Clause 6, which enables, in some cases, 
local authorities, if they are satisfied 
that in their particular district there 
may be reasons why it is undesirable to 
put the Bill into operation, to avoid 
doing so. That is not a clause for which 
Iam responsible. It was suggested by 
the Duke of Northumberland, who was a 
regular attendant at the Committee, and 
I will leave him to give the reasons 
for the clause which he suggested and 
which the Committee accepted. Another 
criticism made against the Bill by the 
noble Marquess is that it would operate 
capriciously. That is what the law does 
at present. Some places endeavour to 
enforce the law, but in most cases it is 


conclusion, and strongly recommend the | scarcely put into operation at all because 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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the fines are so small. 
said the Bill would press hardly on small 
s\0pkeepers. That is what the law 
does at present. Under the present law 
the maximum fine for Sunday trading is | 
5s. In those places in which the law is | 
put into operation the small shopkeeper | 
is Shut up because he cannot pay the 
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The noble Lord | 


| 
| 


| 
| 
{ 


5s. fine, but the shopkeeper who is doing | 


business ona larger scale pays the 5s., 
snaps his finger at the law, and opens 
again, and there are cases of tradesmen 
being fined 5s. as many as 100 and 200 
times and still continuing to trade on 
Sundays in defiance of the law. 

The ojections of the Lord’s Day 
Observance Society were referred to by 
the noble Marquess. There are two 
societies which are anxious t9 see 
Sunday preserved. There is the Lord’s 
Day Observance Society and the Lord’s 
Day Rest Society. 


I wisb 


The latter society is | 


very strongly in favour of thismeasure, but | 


the Lord’s Day Observance Society objects | 


to it because we give facility for trading | 


in certain perishable articles of food 
before nine o’clock on Sunday mornings. 
We thought it necessary to give this 
facility to poor people to obtain perish- 
able articles, and, as has often happened 
in connection with temperance legislation, 
those who hold extreme views on the sub- 
ject are preventing important and reason- 
able reform being carried out. 


know why he dil not go, my Lords. 


Because | 


we do not go quite so fer as the Lord’s | 


Day Observance Soc ety would wish, they 
ask your Lordships to throw out this 
Bill as a whole and prevent the carrying 


of a reform which is urgently desired by | 


the shopkeeping community throughout 
the country and by 
also. I was very glad to hear the noble 


Marquess say that he was not going to | . . 
'and 2,000 replies were received. 
vote for the rejection of the Bill, but I) I 


was sorry to hear him affirm that there 
was no chance of the Bill passing the 
other House, though I was not very 
surprised to hear him make that observa- 
tion; but, at any rate, by ventilating the 


question, and by your Lordships pas:ing | : 106e 
+B Ria aa 3 : | deprived of my livelihood, 
the Bill, an important step will be taken | po an Arh 


the working classes | 


to check the growing tendency towards 
Sunday trading, and to preserve that day | 


of rest which is, I believe, so important to 


this country, not only from a religious | 


point of view, but also from the point of 


View of the health and well-being of the | 


community 
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Tue Ear or WEMYSS: My Lords, I 
rise to move that the Bill be committed 
on this day three months. I came down 
to the House to-day prepared to go 
fully into the question, but the speech of 
the noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs was so much to the 
point that it is hardly necessary for me 
to go at any length into the matter. But 
to say one or two words to 
strengthen what fell from the noble 
Marquess. The noble Lord in charge of 
this Bill has described it as a moderate 
and reasonable measure. On a former 
occasion I invited my noble friend 
and your Lordships to go and see the 
Sunday trading that takes place in 
London, and if the noble Lord an} his 
Committe: had gone to see this trading 
for themselves, I believe that they 
would had taken a different view. When 
I asked my noble friend before the 
Whitsuntide recess if he had been to see 
this trading he blindly smiled and shook 
his head. The other day I again put the 
question to him, with the same result. I 
He 
is a conscientious man, and he knew 
that if he had gone he would have felt 
compelled to withdraw his Bill. Personally 
I have made such a visit, and what did I 
see? [saw markets crowded with traders 
and thousands of customers. It should 
be borne in mind, moreover, that the 
small traders have no association, and 
for that reason | speak in favour of 
small traders and their hardworking 
customers. 


As these people could not put their case 
properly before the Committee, having 
no association, a circular was sent out to 
ascertain the views of the poorer traders, 
One 
reply says that— 

“This Bill would mean total ruin for myself 
and family, as we depend mostly on the 
Sunday trade.” 

Another says— 

“If I have to close on Sundays I shall be 
and I call it 


A widow with four children s1ys— 

“The Bill means ruin to me.” 

Another shopkeeper—a confectiorer— 
writes— 

“My average takings for the week total £14. 
| On Sunday alone I take £4 15s. I have rent, 
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taxes, gas, etc., to pay, and can just manage ; 
but if Sunday trading is put a stop to by un- 
fair legislation my business is gone.” 

A small shopkeeper at New Cross 
writes— 

“ When will Lord Avebury stop interfering 
with the liberty of the subject ? The sooner he 
enjoys a rest the better.” 

These are poor traders, and their 
customers are busy all the week, but the 
noble Lord insists that they must not 
even be shaved on Sunday. Evidently 
he has no sympathy with razors or 
shaving ; therefore, if a poor man desires 
to be tidy and to have his chin shaved 


so as not to give discomfort to anybody, | 


he must be shaved on Saturday night. 
That being so, I cannot help observing 
that a more appropriate title for the 
measure would be the Sunday Bristles 
Bill. This Bill would cause the greatest 
possible inconvenience, crue] inconveni- 
ence, to these hardworking people, and 
1 appeal to the House to resist this 
attempt to do a cruel wrong to small 
traders and their customers. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and add at 
the end of the Motion the words ‘this day 
three months.’”—(Z'he Earl of Wemyss.) 


Tae LORD BISHOP or LONDON: 
My Lords, I rise to say a few words in 
support of Lord Avebury’s Bill, and I 
would allude to a representative meeting 
in the City, over which I presided and 
at which my noble friend spoke, as 
showing that the small traders as well as 
the large traders are in favour of this 
Bill. Objection was taken at that meet- 
ing, at which we were discussing the 
question of early closing, that we had 
not dealt with Sunday trading, and 
when Lord Avebury said that he would 
bring in a Bill on that subject and I 
promised to support it that great meet- 
ing from end to end cheered us enthusi- 
astically. 
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{ anxious to do so, and the man who held 
out defeated the desire of the rest. And 
| now the idea is to have one law which 
will bind all the members of a trade in 
a particular locality. The picture of 
ruin which has been drawn really depends 
on the rival being able to keep open 
while others close. The majority are 
threatened by the action of the small 
minority. On the grounds of practical 
experience, the unanimous feeling of the 
small traders as well as the big traders, 
and the fact that wherever it has been 
tried the voluntary system has broken 
down by the action of one or two men, 
{ urge strongly that the Bill should be 
passed. 

I am puzzled to know what the Lord’s 
Day Observance Society, in the circular 
quoted by the noble Marquess the Leader 
of the House, mean by saying that the 
Bill would be bad for the young people. 
My experience is that it is the long hours 
all the week, and then again on Sunday, 
which is ruining so many of our young 
people. I earnestly press on the House 
not lightly to kill a measure which is for 
the welfare of the shopkeepers and also 
of the people they employ. 


THe Duke or NORTHUMBER- 
LAND: My Lords, as a member of the 


Select Committee which considered this 
Bill, I should like to say one word before 
we go to a division. In the first place, I 
would suggest to the noble Earl who has 
moved the Amendment that it is a some- 
what inconvenient course to move the 
rejection of a Motion for the House 
going into Committee without notice, 
and I trust that your Lordships will not 
agree to that Amendment. The attitude 
taken by the noble Marquess the Leader 
of the House has left an impression of a 
somewhat painful character on my mind, 
in that he does not appreciate the 
enormous strength of feeling in favour of 
a measure of this kind, 


I deny that this is a Bill aimed at the | 


small traders as against the big ones. 
The fact is that the small traders are 
anxious to get Sunday closing, but 
whenever they try they are always 


defeated by one or two rivals, I en-| 


deavoured in one large district in London 
to get the butchers to close on Sundays. 
They were all, with one exception, 


The Earl of Wemyss. 


I entered upon this inquiry with 4 
perfectly unbiassed mind beyond the 
abstract feeling, which I suppose all 
Members of your Lordships’ House share, 
| that it is not good for people to have to 
'work seven days a week all the year 
‘round; but I confess I was amazed at 
the enormous weight of evidence in 
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favour of this legislation. It has been 
found impossible for the majority of 
traders to close on Sunday if the 
minority keep open. The noble Mar- 
quess the Leader of the House has 
objected to certain exceptions which we 
have felt it necessary to suggest. I should | 
have been very glad not to have had | 
those exceptions, but I am certain that | 
the noble Marquess himself would have | 
been the first to point out that, unless 
we made some exceptions of this kind, 
the Bill would be hopelessly unworkable. 
What the House should take to heart is 
this, that you have an enormous mass of 
the population working seven davs a 
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wish to discuss the clause now. I would 
ask your Lordships to take to heart the 
fact that there is an enormous mass of 
the population working, as I have said, 
seven days a week, all dav long, and 
all the year round, and that this is a 
question which sooner or later must be 
faced in the interests of health and 
morality. 


*Eart SPENCER: My Lords, the 
noble Marquess the Leader of the House 
having referred to me as one of those 
who recommended {that this Bill should 
be read a second time and then referred 
to a Select Committee, I rise to say a 
I feel that 





week, all day long and all the year | few words upon this matter. 
round. One witness told us—he was a} those who share the views which I now 
barber, for whom the noble Earl Lord | hold with regard to this Bill are in a 
Wemyss has so much sympa’ hy—that | position of some difficulty. While I was 
he worked every Sunday in the year from | impressed by the prima facie arguments of 
seven in the morning till eleven at night. | the noble Lord in charge of the Bill when 
And this Sunday work is increasing by | he moved its Second Reading, I must 
reason Of the pressure of competition. |admit that I have very grave doubt, 
We talk a good deal about the deteriora- | after having looked at the evidence 
tion in the physique of our population. | before the Select Committee whether it 
What do you think the physique of the | is judicious or right to pass the Bill. 


population is going to be if you will) : . “he 
allow men to work every day and all day | Ido not wish to go into details, but 


long all the vear round? I do not wish, | LShare the view which the noble Marquess 
at this stage of the Bill. to sav anv.| the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
 s Fo) ? ten? ’ nia r are r 
thing about Clause 6, for which, as | has put forward, that there are grave 
Lord Avebury has explained to the | difficulties, especially connected with the 





House, I am_ responsible. I would | Consumers ; and, notwithstanding what 
rather leave the explanation of it | the right rev. Prelate the Bishop of 


I would only | London has said, I believe that the small 


till the Committee stage. . 
itraders have not been so successful in 





say that the noble Marquess the Leader 
of the House is quite mistaken when he | 
thinks that that clause was intended to | 
put, or, with all respect to him, would | 
have the effect of putting upon the | 
Secretary of State the necessity of | 
deciding between rival opinions with 
regard to Sunday trading. It was not 
thought desirable to mention them by 
name in the clause, but I may tell 
your Lordships that it was framed | 
mainly, and as far as I was concerned 
I might almost say entirely, for one 
section of the population—namely, the 
Jews, who stand on a totally different 
footing from any other portion of the 
population; and whether they are Jews 
or not in the district affected is a matter 
which the Secretary of State can 
perfectly well ascertain. Ido not think 
it would be a very invidious task to put 
upon him, But, as I have said, I do not 





getting their views expressed as the 
larger traders. I have very little doubt 
that any meetings addressed by the right 
rev. Prelate would be swayed by his 


arguments, but, in spite of what he has 


said, I cannot help thinking that the 
small traders are in a very different 
position from the large traders in this 
matter. We know there is a law of 
Charles IT. prohibiting trading on Sunday, 
and that that law, which is still in 
existence, is being broken. I want to 
know whether this Bill encourages the 
breaking of that law or to some extent 
puts a stop to it. I confess, having read 
the Bill, that it does both, and it is very 
doubtful in my mind which it does most. 

I gather from the evidence that 
numbers of people are only able to pur- 
chase their food on Sundays. These are 
the cases of workmen who do not receive 
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their week’s wages until late on Saturday 
night, and there is a danger in those 
cases if the money were not expended 
on food on Sunday morning it would be 
diverted te the public-house. I can 
understand the noble Duke’s object in 
inserting Clause 6, but will it act fairly ? 
I gather from the speech of the noble 
Marquess that he thought the clause 
would lead to very considerable diffi- 
culty, and from the cheer which that 
observation elicited from the noble 
Viscount on the Cross Bencnes, who 
has been Home Secretary, it is clear that 
he concurred that the provision would 
place the Home Secretary very often in a 
position of great difficulty. 


Viscount CROSS: Hear, hear! 


Eart SPENCER: In the Metropolis, 
for instance, we should have one body 
doing one thing and another body doing 
another, which would be extremely unfair. 
I confess I have great difficulty in 
opposing the Bill, and I share very much 
the view> which the noble Marquess has 
expressed with regard to it. I have the 
highest possible respect for my noble 
friend who introduced the Bill, and I 
quite admit that there are many strong 
arguments to be put forward in favour of 
it; but I am driven to say, after reading 
the evidence taken before the Select 
Committee, that I should extremely regret 
if the Bill were carricd at the present 
moment. I do not know whether it 
would be worth while, after what the 
nolle Marquess has said, to go through 
the drudgery of the Committee stage. 
Personally I should not oppose the Motion 
for going into Committee, but should 
reserve to myself the right to oppose the 
Bill on the Third Reading if it reached 
that stage. 


*Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, I will 
not occupy more than a moment or two 
of your Lordships’ time, but I. should 
like to answer one or two of the argu- 
ments which have been used. ‘This Bill 
was down for Committee on Monday, and 
Tord Belper asked me, for his personal 
convenience, to put it off till to-day. I 
had not the slightest idea that there was 
going to be any opposition to the prin- 


Earl Spencer, 
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ciple of the Bill, and therefore we made no 
special effort to get our supporters to 
attend. 


Lorp BELPER: I informed the 
noble Lord that I could not be present on 
Monday, but left it entirely to him 
whether he would go on with the Bill or 
not, 


*Lorp AVEBURY : Thatis so, but my 
noble friend expressed the wish that it 
should be put off. Hedid pot, however, say 
that there would be any attempt to throw 
it out on the Motion for the House being 
put into Committee. Surely it is a strong 
order, without any notice, to reject the 
Motion for going into Committee on a 
Bill which was read a second time 
without a division, and which, aiter 
careful inquiry, was unanimously ap- 
proved by the Select Committee to whom 
it was referred. We have been told 
that this is a question of large shop- 
keepers against small shopkeepers, but 
on the Committee we continually asked 
witnesses— Are you speaking for large 
shopkeeper?” They replied— No, for 
all shopkeepers.” We had the views 
of over 200 associations of shop- 
keepers, and only one was opposed 
to the Bill. Statements have been 
circulated which altogether misrepre- 
sent the object and scope of the bill. 
We have been told that poor people will 
be unable to get their food on Sunday 
mornings. We were unanimously of 
opinion in the Committee that with the 
provision in the Bill there would be no 
possible difficulty on that score. Great 
sympathy has been expressed by the 
noble Earl below me for those who desire 
to get shaved on Sunday mornings, but 
the 120 barbers’ associations throughout 
the country, with only one exception, 
express the wish that their shops should 
be entirely closed on Sunday. 


THE Eart or WEMYSS: But what 
about their customers 2 


*Lorp AVEBURY: The noble Lord 
has interrupted me in the middle of a 
sentence. I was about to add that in 
order to get the view of the customers 
I went to the London Trades Council, and 
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was told by the secretary that the closing 
of barbers’ shops on Sundays would cause 
little or no inconvenience. He said there 
were some working men who liked best 
to be shaved on Sunday, but as working 
men had their Sunday’s rest he thought it 
only right that barbers should have theirs 
as well. I appeal to the House not to 
pass the Amendment which has been 
moved by the noble Karl, but allow the 
Bill to go into Committee, when all points 
of difference can be considered. If the 
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Bill Business. 


Bill is rejected the House will, 
on a Motion moved without notice, 
be reversing the decision of its 
own Select Committee, who, after full 
consideration, have reported unanimously 
in its favour. 
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On Question, “‘Whether the word 
proposed to be left out shall stand 
part of the Motion,” their Lordships 
divided :—Contents, 14; Not-Contents, 


DD dad 


ow. 


CONTENTS. 


Canterbury, L. Abp. Morton, E. 


Norfolk, D. (4. 
Marlborough, D. 
Northumberland, D. 


Murshal.) Gordon, V. 


— 


| Falkland, V. 


[Teller.] 


London, L. Bp. 


E. 


| Avebury, L. 

| Brassey, [.. 
ine rawshaw, L. 

| Ellenborough, L. 

Reay, L. 

| Sandhurst, L. 


[Veller.] 


Aberdeen.) 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Halsbury, E. (LZ. Chancellor.) ; Londesborough, 
Malmesbury, E. 
Mansfield, E. 


| 
Manchester, D. | 
| Onslow, E. 
| 
| 
| 
} 


Richmond and Gordon, D. 


Wellington, D. | Waldegrave, E. 

Ailesbury, M. Churchill, V. 

Bath, M. Cross, V. 

Linlithgow, M. Hutchinson, V. 
more.) 


Chesterfield, I 
Feversham, E. 
Haddington, E. 
Harewood, FE. 


Lauderdale, E. 


Llandatf, V. 


Calthorpe, L. 
Clinton, L. 
Digby, L. 


House to be 
three months. 


in Comnfittee this day 


CRIMINAL CASES (RESERVATION OF 
POINTS OF LAW) BILL [{u.1.]. 

Amendments reported (according to 

orter); and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 

House adjourned at a quarter | 

past Seven o'clock, till To- 

morrow, half-past Ten o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 29th June, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 
NEW WRIT. 
New Writ for the County Down (West 
Down Division) in the room of Captain 


Arthur Hill (Chiltern Hundreds).— (Sir 


ow 


Hay, L. (4. Kinnouwl.) 
Herries, L. 

Hylton, L. 

Killanin, L. 

Leigh, L. 

Macnaghten, L. 
Ravensworth, L. 


| Robertson, L. 

(EB. Dunough- | Stewart of Garlies, L. (2 
| Galloway,) {Teller.] 
| Wemyss, L. (2. Wemyss.) 


[Teller.| 
Willoughby de Broke, 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5) Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill. Reported, with Amend- 


ments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 
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morrow. 
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Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 16) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to- 
morrow. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 17) Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to- 
morrow. 


Tees Valley Water Board Bill [Lords]; 
Hastings Tramways Bill [Lords ; South- 
end and Colchester Light Railways Hill 
[Lords]. Reported, with Amendments. 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. 


Weaver Navigation Bill [Lords]. Re- 
ported, without Amendment; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Barrymore Estate Bill [Lords]. Re- 
ported, without Amendment; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. t 


University College, London (Transfer), 
Bill [Lords]. Reported, without Amend- 
ment, Report to lie upon the Table, 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Nottingham Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Police and Sanitary Committee ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Whitby Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords]. Reported, with Amerdments, 
from the Police and Sanitary Committe ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to.be 
printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Closing of 
Licensed Premises (Christmas Day) (Ire- 
land) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No, 15) Bill, without Amend- 
ment, 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No, 7) Bill, with an Amendment. 


Swansea 
Amendments. 


Corporation Bill, with 


Amendments to Rhymney Railway Bill 
[Lords], without Amendment. 


PETITION. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (TAXATION AND 
PURCHASE OF LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Battersea, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GOVERNMENT LABORATORY, 
Copy presented, of Report of the 
Principal Chemist upon the work of the 
Government Laboratory for the year 
ended March 31st, 1905, with Appendices 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS. 
Accounts presented, of all Deposits 
| received and paid during the year ended 
| December 31st, 1904, together with a 
Statement showing the aggregate amount, 
of the liabilities of the Government to 
Depositors in the Post Office Savings 
Banks on December 31st, 1904, and 
the nature and amount of the Securities 
held by the Commissioners for the 
Reduction of the National Debt to meet 
those Liabilities at that date [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 215.] 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES. 

Accounts presented, showing the 
Interest accrued in respect of the 
Securities standing in the names of the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt to the credit of the Post 
Ottice Savings Banks Fund for the year 
ended December 31st, 1904, and of the 
Fund for the Banks for Savings and the 
Fund for Friendly Socicties for the year 
ended November 20th, 1904 [by Act] ; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| [No. 216.] 
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NAVAL PRIZE 


Account presented, showing the Re- 
ceipt and Expenditure of Naval Prize, 
Bounty, Salvage, and other Moneys | 
between April Ist, 1904, and March | 
31st, 1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the. 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 217.] 
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MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. 
Account presented, of the Receipt and 
Expenditure under the Seamen’s Fund 
Winding-up Act from January Ist to 
December 31st, 1904 [by Act]; to lie 

upon the Table. 

DEER FORESTS (HIGHLAND CROFTING 

COUNTIES). 
Return presented, relative 


lie upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889 
(ORDINANCE). 


Copy presented, of University Court | 


Ordinance No. XI. (Edinburgh, No. 4) 
(Institution of Degrees in Veterinary 
Medicine and Surgery, and relative 
Regulations) [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed, [No. 218.] 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889 
(ORDINANCE). 

Copy presented, of University Court 
Ordinance No. XII. (Edinburgh, No. 5) 
(Inclusion of Geography among the 
subjects qualifying for Graduation in 
Arts) [by Aet]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 219.] 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Lunacy.—Copy of Fifty-ninth Report 
of the Commissioners in Lunacy to the 
Lord Chancellor [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 220.] 


WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY, 
Return ordered, “relative to the 
working of the Wireless Telegraph Act 
for the first three months of the year from 
January lst to March 31st, 1905, viz. :— 


(1) The number of messages, under | 
the terms of the arrangement with | 
the Marconi Company, handed by | 


the general public to the Post | coloured, 106,864; Chinese, 58,111. 


Office for transmission to ships at. | 
Bea ; | 
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[ordered February 28th; Mr. Weir]; to. 
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(2) The number of these messages 
that failed to be delivered, show- 
ing for how many the senders 
applied for refund of the charges 
and the number (if any) for which 
the refund was refused, with the 
reasons for such refusal ; 


(3) The number of messages received 
from ships at sea and delivered by 
the Post Office to the general 
public ; 


(4) The amount of cash received 
during the three months by the 
Post Office for such inward and 
outward messages, and the pro- 
portion due to the Post Office and 
the Marconi Company ; 


(5) The cost incurred during the 
same period by the Post Office in 
instructing the Postal Telegraph 
Offices throughout the country in 
connection with the Marconi 
service. 


Generally, in regard to the Wireless 
Telegraph Act, the number of licences 
to use wireless telegraphic apparatus 
applied for, with the name and nation- 
ality of the applicant, the name of the 
system, the position of working and 
radius of action, and the reasons for 
refusal (if any) of the licence or licences.” 
—(Captain Norton.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. ° 


White and Coloured Labour in the 
Transvaal Mines. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he will state 
what were the numbers of white men, of 
Kaflirs, and of Chinese employed on the 
gold mines of the Transvaal on May 3lst ; 
and what was the ratio of whites em- 
ployed for every 1,000 coloured, Kaffirs 


| and Chinese together. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The numbers are: — white, 16,676; 
Tae 
ratiois 1 white to &6 coloured and 


Chinese. 
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Cootehill Union Fever Hospital—Death 
of a Patient after an Operation. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ire!and whether he is 
aware that on or about June 20th, 
1£04, the medical officer of the Cootehill 
Union, county Cavan, performed an 
operation on a patient called Fitzpatrick 
in the fever hospital, after a local doctor 
who usually assists at all such operations 
refuscd to administer ether because of 
the low condition of the patient ; whether 
he is aware that the medical cfficer of 
the workhouse then called in a doctor 
from outside the Cootehill district, per- 
formed the operation, ard the patient 
died a few hours after; whether the 
Local Government Poard was informed 
of the facts and the cause of death in 
this case; and whether there was an 
inquest held or a sworn inquiry ordered. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Local Government Board are informed 
by the clerk cf the union that the facts 
are substantially as stated. The local 
doctor referred to did not, however, 
refuse to administer ether, but asked to 
be excused as he was not in good health. 
The patient died cn the day following 
the operation. No complaint was made 
to the Board, and no inquest or sworn 
inquiry was held. The medical officer 
who performed the operation has the 
reputation of being a most careful and 
competent surgeon, and the Board see no 
reason to presume that there were any 
circumstances connected with — the 
patient’s death which require invest'ga- 
tion. 


H.ML.S. ‘Excellent "—Case of Stoker 
Parnell. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mic): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he is aware that 
Sdward George Henry Parnell, Ist 
class stoker on H.M.S. “ Excellent,” 
who met with an accident at Whale 
Island, Portsmouth, on January 29th, 
1904, was. as a result of the injuries he 
then ieceived, declared unfit for further 
service and granted a pension cf £28 2s. 
per annum; that he received notice on 
April 15:h, 1905, to attend on H.M.S. 
“President,” in East India Dock, for 
re-sury ey ; 
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and th.t h’s pension was 
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subsequently reduced to £19 for twelve 
months; and will he explain what 
special circumstances warranted a reduc- 
tion in his pension; is it proposed to 
continue his present pension or to restore 
the original amount, or is it the intention 
of the Admiralty to call upon this man 
for further service, notwithstanding that 
medical authorities have already declared 
him unfit for naval duty again. 


(Answered ty Mr. Pretyman.) The 
facts are as stated in the hon. Member’s 
Question. The original award was for 
one year and was bised on the report of 
the medical authorities that the man was 
not at all able to contribute to his own 
support. On re-survey, in April last, 
Parnell was reported to be able to con- 
tribute in a small degree to his own 
support, and his pension was reduced to 
Is. Obd. a day, this being the maximum 
allowable under Scale ILI. of Article 
2134 of the King’s Regulations. He will 
be re-surveyed before tl.e expiry of his 
present pension in June, 1906, and the 
pension then awarded will entirely 
depend upon the medical report. This 
man cannot be called upon for further 
service, 


Threats to Assassinate Scottish Members. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To ask 
the Lord-A.dvocate whether he is aware 
that three Members of this House repre- 
senting Scotch  constituencics have 
received letters threatening their assass.- 
nation; and whether Le can state what 
steps have been taken by the police in 
connection therewith. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) Iam 
aware that one Member of this House 
received a threatening letter. The letter, 
which was anonymous, was in IJtalian. 
The police are making inquiries, but have 
bcen unable «s yet to discover the writer. 


Suggested Railway Station for 
Kilconnell. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether his attention has been called to 
a resolution of the Ballinasloe Rural 
District Council, in which it is stated 
that the district of Kilconne!l loses nearly 
£1,0C0 per annum for want of a railway 
station; ard whether he will take some 











a ae a a ee a re ee 











529 Questions, 


action towards improving the condition | 
of the people of that district. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) A 
copy of the resolution was forwarded to 
the Board of Trade, but so far as the 
Board are aware the company are under 
no statutory obligation to build a station 
at Kilconnell, and the Department have 
no jurisdiction in the matter. 


Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Company. 

Mr. McKEAN (Monaghan, S.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade if 
his attention has been drawn to the 
proposed reduction of the capital of the 
Dunlop Pneumatic Tyre Company; and, 
if so, and having regard to the losses 
incurred by numbers of the public owing 
to the dealings of unscrupulous financiers 
with the affairs of the company, he will 
undertake next session to introduce a 
Bill to amend the Companies Acts so as 
to render a recurrence of such a state of 
things impossible, or to bring the guilty 
partics within the reach of the criminal 
law. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) My 
attention has not been directed to this 
matter except by the hon. Member, and I 
cannot express any opinion uponit. But, 
ax regards the Companies Acts generally, 
Jmay remind the hon. Member that a 
Departmental Committee was appointed 
by the President of the Boird of Trade 
early in the session to consider Amend- 
ments to these Acts. That Committee 
is still sitting. 


Mohorough School Teacher's Salary. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state the different 
items which were taken into consideration 
in fixing the consolidated salary of thie 
principal teacher of Mohorough, N.S. 
Roll No. 5,094, and which sum amounted 
to £85; what were the items in the 
same ease when the salary was fixed at 
{87 ; and will he explain how the unit of 
distribution of annual capitation grant | 
for year 1£01 amounted to 5s.1d., whilst 
the unit for 1602, 1903, and 1904 
amounted to 5s. only. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
consolidated salary cf £85 per annum 
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awarded to Mr. P. M‘Carthy, teacher of 
Mohorough National School, was arrived 
at as follows :— 


Questions. 


£ a. @ 
In respect of class salary rite 44 0 O 
In respect of 20/ increase on 
class salary , , - 816 0 
In respect of residual capita- 
tion grant . 4 ‘ » Se 34 
In respect of results fees - M236 
In respect of Customs aid 
Kixcise grant. . . C2 
Total 84 9 lO 


When a consolidated salary of £87 per 
annum was erroneously awarded to Mr. 
M ‘Carthy in the first instance, £15 10s, 8d. 
was allowed in respect of results fees, 
and £6 18s, 4d. in respect of Customs and 
Excise grant, instead of the correct sums 
under these headings as stated above. 
The residue of the school grant available 
for distribution as a capitation grant for 
1901, when divided by the average 
attendance of pupils between three and 
fifteen years of age for that year, was 
such as to enable payment to be made 
at the rate of 5s. ld. per unit on the 
average attendance. 


Longford Military Mancuvres—Damage . 
to Crops. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
To ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether he is aware 
number of troops are being 


that a 

mancuvred at different parts in 
county Longford; whether any steps 
are being taken to compensate 


farmers whose crops may be injured in 
the course of these military manceuvres ; 
and wil he state to whom elaims are to 
be made in such cases. 


(Answered by Mr. Bromley Davenport.) 
Small bodies of troops have t lately 
manceuvred from Mullingar. Steps are 
always taken to compensate farmers 
whose crops may be injured, claims being 
inquired into on the spot by the officer 
commanding the troops, 


Canning’s Statue. 

Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): ToTask 
the hon. Member for Chorley, as re- 
presenting the First Commissioner of 
Works, whether consideration has now 
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been given to the suggestion that the 
enclosure round Canning’s statue in 
Parliament Square should be opened to 
the public, and laid out. so as to cor- | 
respond in appearance and utility with 
the garden which adjoins it on the South. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The First , 
Commissioner regrets that he is unable 
to give any undertaking with regard to 
this enclosure. 


Hyde Park Motor-Car Regulations. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): To 
ask the hon. Member for Chorley, as 
representing the First Commissioner of 
Works, under what authority the First | 
Commissioner of Works has excluded | 
private carriages from Hyde Park; and 
why it is prcposed to admit some private 
carriages while others are precluded from 
the use of Hyde Park. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) Tf the 
Question refers to the exclus‘on of motor 
vehicles between the hours of four and 
seven p.m., I have in reply to refer the 
hon. Member to the Answer given to the 
hon. Baronet the Member for Barrow-in- 
Furness on June 27th.f 


Civil Service Pensions. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): To 
esk the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether, in view of the practice of the | 
Treasury, even prior to the passing of 
the Superannuation Act, 1859, to reckon 
towards pension temporary service 
followed withovt interruption — by 
established service, he will explain why 
the senior assistant clerks are called upon 
to deduct half their temporary service, 
i mounting in some cases to as much as 
twelve-sixtieths of their salary; and 
whether he will revise the rvles enforcing 
euch a deduction, to allow them to 
reckon all their continuous service towards 
pension. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) Tt 
has not been the invariable practice of 
the Treasury to reckon temporary service 
for pension when followed by established | 
service. The practice depends on the | 
circumstances of each class of employ- 
ment. Registered copyists were not | 

| 





+See page 257. | 
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| entitled by the conditions of their employ- 
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ment to reckon for pension any of their 
service as such. When appointed 
assistant clerks they are allowed, as a 
special concession, to reckon half of such 
service ; and I see no reason for carrying 
this concession any further. 


Infantile Mortality. 
Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: To ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 


if he will state what is the death rate per 


1,000 births of infants under the age of 
twelve months in the urban and the 


'rural districts respectively of England 
-and Wales. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) The 


best available information on this subject 


will be found on pages Ixxiii. and lxxiy. 
of the Registrar-General’s Sixty-sixth 


| Annual Report, which cont«ins tables 
showing the infantile mortality—(a) for 


a group of counties that are mainly 
urban ; and (b) for a group of counties 
that are mainly rural in character. The 
following particulars are taken from these 
tables :— 


. Infantile Mortality—Deaths under one 
year of age per 1,000 births. 








Averages 
for the 
ars 1898 r ‘ 
aro S| Year 1903. 
Urban Counties 165 143 
Rural Counties 126 107 








Learners in the Dublin Post Office. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): ‘'o ask the Postmaster-General 
if he will state how many fully qualified 
learners there are in the General Post 
Office, Dublin, at present with almost 
two years service, having only 5s, or 6s. 
per week ; how many are there at present 
employed on relief duty in Ireland at 
from 10s. to 25s. per week with less 
qualifications and with shoiter service; 
and will he in future give the learners in 
Dublin the option of relief duty outside 
Dublin when their turn comes, according 
to seniority and qualifications, 
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(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I will 
make inquiry on the subject and com- 
municate the result to the hon. Member. 


The Post Office—Lord Stanley’s Revision 
—Overseers and Re-classification of 
Offices. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
can state the date upon which he intends 
to publish his scheme dealing with 
overseers and re-classification of offices ; 
whether, in view of the fact that many 
hundreds of men and women at the 
maximum salary of their respective classes 
throughout the United Kingdom have 
not received the smallest benefit from the 
portions of the scheme already published, 
he will date any promotions from the 1st 
April, 1905, that being nearly two years 
from the date of the promised appoint- 
ment of the Bradford Committee. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I have 
sanctioned additional overseer hips for 
London, and steps are being taken to fill 
the new appointments. I hope in due 
course to be abl+ to announce my decision 
as Tegards the provincial overseers ; but 
I may at once say that the creation of 
additional overseerships at many of the 
smaller offices would not be warranted. 
I do not think there is any hardship if an 
officer fails to obtain advancement im- 
mediately on reaching the maximum of 
the scale, and [ regret that Iam unable 
to adopt the hon. Member’s suggestion 
that the promotions should date from 
the 1st April. 


Town Sub-Postmasters’ Salaries. 
Mr. SCHWANN: To ask the Post- 
master-General what additions, if any, 
have been made to town sub-postmasters’ 
salaries during the past twenty years. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) 1 am 
having a statement prepared, and I will 
send it to the hon. Member. 


Factory Inspection in the Potteries—Miss 
Martindale. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean): To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department during 
what period the services of Miss Martin- 
dale, His Majesty’s woman inspector 
stationed in the Potteries, have been 
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intermitted, and when it is proposed that 
she should return thither. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) Miss Martindale was stationed 
temporarily in the Potteries in February, 
1904, and spent most of her time there 
until February of this year. During 
that period she visited practically all 
the potteries under special rules in 
Englan!. At the end of last year I 
arranged for the addition to the lady 
inspector’s branch of an inspector who 
should be allocated chiefly to work ia 
Treland, and should have her residence 
there, but one-third of whose time (or the 
equivalent amount of time of another 
i.spector) should be available, at aay 
rata for the pres :nt, for special inspection 
work in the Potteries. Miss Martindale 
has been selected for this post, but I 
cannot state the precise dates when s.e 
will be in the Potteries, 


Alien Immigration Return. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) : To ask the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade whether he will consider 
the desirability of publishing and circulat- 
ing with the monthly Return of Alien 
Immigration a monthly Return of the 
emigrants from the United Kingdom to 
places out of Europe, giving the sam» 
particulars as are now available upon the 
lithographed form prepared by the Board 
of Trade but not circulated amon:sst 
Members, 


(Answered by Mr, Bonar Law.) Th's 
Return shall be circulated in future as 
desired. } 


Industrial Alcohol. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer when he propose: to introluce 
the Bill embodying the recommendations 
of the D»partmental Committee on 
Industrial Alcohol; and whether he will 
State whether it is the intention of the 
Government to pass the Bill into lw 
during this s:ssion, 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
The Bill wis introduced last week. I 
hope that it will pass into law this 
session with the general asseat of te 
House, 
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Number of Europeans and Natives |of Ireland whether he is aware that in 
a a a in Indian War Material | connection with the last appointment to 
actories. | the class of clerks or overseers at Belfast 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty : To | the nominee of the postal superintendent 
ask the Secretary of State for) India, | was rejected at headquarters; and 
having regard to the fact tha there are | whether, in view of the statement of the 
eleven factories in India engaged in the superlatendent of the senior sorting clerk 
manufacture of war material, will he state | that he had been recommended, he will 
the number of Europeans and natives |... what action, if any, does he ‘propose 
respectively employed in each factory. | to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) (Answered by Lord Stanley.) As pro- 
I am unable to state the number of} motions in the Post Office are made by 
Europeans and natives respectively em-| me, I have been requested by the Chief 
ployed in each factory, but the total’ Secretary to answer this Question. | 
number employed in all the eleven factories | gannot discuss with the hon. Member the 
is as follows :—Kuropeans and Eurasians, | grounds upon which my choice of the 
389; Natives, 14,152, officers best qualified for promotion is 
exercised. Iam, myself, solely responsible 
in the matter. 


Calcutta High Court—“Imperator ». 
Rolt.” 


Mr. WEIR: To ask the Secretary of 


State for India whether he has yet received | 7 snag 
from the Government of India a report Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 


of the proceedings in the case of Imperat r | tty to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
». A. O. Rolt, tried in the Caleutta High whether he is aware that complaints have 
Court on the 20th December; and will Tepeatedly been made regarding the con- 
he lay Papers on the subject upon the dition of Forthill burial ground, county 
Table of the House. Galway; and whether, in view of the 
fact that desecration of graves in this 
(Answered by Mr. Sceretary Brodrick.) | burying ground has taken, and is fre- 
Ihive not received the Report of the quently taking, place, he will order an 
Government of India on the case, inquiry to be made into the whole cir- 
cumstances. 


Forthill Burial Ground, Galway. 


Indian Labour for the Soudan. 
Str EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): To | (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) In 
ask the Secretary of State for India| April, 1904, the Local Government Board 
whether, in view of the scarcity of em- | received a complaint that this burial 
ployment in India, and the recorded | ground was overcrowded, with a request 
disinclination of the Indian Government | that further interments should be pro- 
to countenance coolie importation into hibited. The medical officer of health of 
the Transvaal, he will consider the | the Galway Urban District Council there- 
expediency of arranging with the Soudan | upon reported that there was still plenty 
Government for drafting Indian laborr | of room for interments in the burial 
into the Soudan for the purpose of cotton ground. No further complaints have 
culture and for the development of that | been received by the Board, but they are 
country generally, | prepared to consider any facts which 
'may be brought to their notice. 
(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) | 
T am not aware tha: employment is| Constable Lynch, Royal Irish Constabu- 
scarce in India; but if the Soudan eis 
Gevernment should desire to import Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 


Indian labour, and make an application | tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
to the Indian Government to that effect. | land if he will explain why Constable 
it would receive due consideration. ’ Lynch, of the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
ar | stationed at Ballygawley, has been pro- 
Promotion in the Belfast Post Office. | moted over the heads of at least five 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): | To ask the | other constables of unblemished character, 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | senior to him on the lists for promotion, 
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and say on whose recommendation the | 


exception was made. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Con- 
stable Lynch, who has had nearly twenty- 
three years service, was recently pro- 
moted on the recommendation of his 
superior Officers as being the most eligible 
for promotion at the time. No exception 
to the ordinary rule was made in his cise. 
Seniority is but one of several factors 
which govern promotion. 


Irish Land Commission Rules. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is 
intended to replice the provision»! rules 
of the Irish Land Commission of the 4th 
December, 1903, by rules of a final and 
co:nplete character; an’l, if so, at what 
date will such latter rules be published. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Tt is 
intended to rsplace the provisional rules 
of the 4th Deesmber by rules of a final 
and complete character, in which will b+ 
embodied all rules incorporated in the 
provisional rules. Owing to pressure of 
work of a judicial and administrative 
nature the Commissioners have not as vet 
been able to complete the new code of 
rules, but hope to do so by an early date. 


War Stores Scandal—Colonel Morgan's 
Promotion. 


Mr. PIRLE (Aberdeen, N.): Toask the 
Secretary of State for War, in view of the 
stutement that the Secretary of State for 
War decided in January, 1905, to appoint 
a Departmental Comm'ttee to inquire 
into sales and refunds in South Afric), 
before which the conduct of certain offi- 
cers was likely to come under review, can 
he explain how it was that pending the 
result of that investigation Colonel 
Morgan, one of the officers concerned, 
received promotion on 3rd February, 
1905, 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) Lieutenant - Colonel Morgan 
was selected for promotion to his present 
rank by the Selection Board on the advice 
of the Quartermaster-General. As there 
did not appear to be any sufficient reasons 
to the contrary his promotion was duly 
approved. 
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South African Field Force Canteen 
Accounts. 

Mr. PIRIE: To ask the Secretarv of 
State for War if he can state if the War 
Office have published the accounts of the 
South African Field Force Canteen durinz 
the war for the information of the Army, 
as laid down by military regulations ; 
and, if so, when were they published; 
and can a copy be laid upon the Table of 
the House ; and, if not, will he explain 
the reason for his decision. 


Question;. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Araold- 
Forster.) There is no mi'itary regulation 
binding the War Office to publish accounts 
of canteens for the information of the 
Army. The result of the winding-up of 
the Field Fore: Canteens and th» disposal 
ot the residual profit of more than a 
quarter of a million sterling for the bene- 
fit of the Army was given in the rep'y to 
the Question put by the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell on the 15th April.f 


Army Promotion Warrant of 1999. 

Str CARNE RASCH (Essex, Che!ms- 
ford): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, in view of the fact that 
under Warrant of 1900 officers of the rank 
of major-general are only promoted on 
appointment to work cirrying the rank 
of lieutenant-genera! and thit several 
major-generals have been recently pro- 
moted without receiving any appoint- 
ment, he will say what does he propose 
to do with reference to general officers 
who have been thus recently superseded. 


(Answered by Mr. Seeretary Arnold- 
Forster.) It is proposed in future to 
maintain an establishment of twenty 
British - service lieutenant - generals, 
irrespective of whether appointments 
carrying the rank of lieutenant-general 
ate vacant or not. The system of pro- 
moting to the rank of lieutenant-general 
will be by selection as heretofore, and no 
change is contemplated beyond the fact 
that major-generals will be selected to fill 
an establishment of lieutenant-generals 
in anticipation of appointments in that 
rank falling vacant for them. These 
officers who are not selected for promo- 
tion will continue to serve as major- 
generals, 
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Strike of Haversack Makers at Chatham. | 
Mr. TENNANT: To ask the Secretary 

of State for War whether his attention 

has been called to astrike among the 

women employed by Messrs. Hibbert and | 
Company, of Slickett’s Hill, Chatham, | 
owing to the pay received by them for 
the making of haversacks; whether this 
work, which was paid for by Messrs, 
Hibbert at the rate of 1s. 3d. a dozen, is 
similar to that for which 5s. is paid at the 
Pimlico Army Clothing Factory; and, if 
80, what steps he proposes to take. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) I have been informed of the 
strike mentioned, which is now over. 
No work on haversacks is performed at 
the Pimlico Clothing Factory, and, there- 
fore, no comparison in prices can be 
made. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Keyham Dockyard. 


Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud): On behalf of the 
hon. Member for Leicester, I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether foreign granite is still being 
used in the dockyard construction at 
Keyham; and, if not, where and by 
whose orders were the conditions as_ to 
the use of British granite only enforced 
upon the contractors, 


*Toe CIVIL LORD or roe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Arrnur Les, Hampshire, 
Fareham): Practically the whole of 
the granite required for Keyham Dock- 
yard extension has already been sup- 
plied; a small portion, however, still 
remains to be fixed. I am not in a 
position to say how much of the portion 
not yet fixed is British, but I may say 
that, taking the contract as a whole, 
about two thirds of the granite supplied 
is British, and one-third foreign. No, 
alteration has been made in the terms | 
of the contract as regards sources of! 
supply of granite. 


The War Stores Scandal—General 
Lyttelton’s Telegrams. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
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War when does he propose to lay upon 


‘the Table of the House the telegrams 


from Lieutenant - General Sir Neville 
Lyttelton quoted by the Secretary of 
State for India. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNoLp-ForstEr, Belfast, 
W.): As the telegrams were read out 
in full to the House by my right hon. 
friend and will appear in The Pavliamen- 
tary Debates, it would appear unneces- 
sary to print them as a separate Parlia- 
mentary Paper. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I appeal to 
you, Mr. Speaker, whether it is not the 
Rule of the House that when a Minister 
quotes from a telegram the whole tele- 
gram should be laid upon the Table of 


' the House. . 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That certainly is the 
rule. When a quotation is made froma 
document by a Minister the whole docu- 
ment must be produced. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is 
no objection to going through the form 
of presenting these Papers. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman lay them on the 
Table, and when ? 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As _ soon 
as they are printed. 


Right of Army Officers to Demand a 
Court-Martial. 

LIrUTENANt-CoLONEL PRYCE-JONES 
(Montgomery Boroughs) : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether para- 
graph 438 of the King’s Regulations for 
the Army, under which an officer has no 
right to demand a Court-martial upon 
himself, precludes the officers who have 
been relieved from duty in consequence 
of the Report of the Committee on Sales 
and Refunds to Contractors in South 
Africa from making such application; and 
whether it was intended that such officers 
should be deprived of corps pay by reason 
of having been so relieved from duty, 
no charge had been made 
against them and the Public Prosecutor 
had reported there were no grounds for 
making any. 
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Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. Bromiey 
Davenrort, Cheshire, Macclesfield) : 
Paragraph 438 of the King’s Regulations 
applies to all officers alike, and the 
officers mentioned in the Question have 
no right to demand a Court-martial. 
These officers are at present receiving 
their tull pay. 


The Sales of Surplus Stores in South 
Africa—Details Wanted. 

Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
On behalf of the hon. Member for Dews- 
bury, I beg to ask the Secretary of S:ate 
for War whether, in view of the fact 
that a statement has been made of the 
total value of surplus stores sold in South 
Africa after the conclusion of the war, in 
anticipation of the findings of the Royal 
Commission, he can give the details 
which make up the alleged total receipts 


for such sales amounting to about 
£6,000,000. 
Mr. McKENNA: On behalf of the 


hon. Member for Dewsbury, I beg also 
to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the sums amount- 
ing in the aggregate to about £6,000,000, 
suid to have been produced by the sale 
of surplus stores in South Africa after 
the coaclusion of the war, have been or 
are about to be credited in any Army 
Appropriation Accounts ; if so, in what 
year’s accounts were they or will they be 
credited, and what are the 
respectively for each year. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Sums 
exceeding £6,000,000, the proceeds of 
sales in South Africa, have been brought 
to credit in Army Appropriation Accounts 
for the years 1902-3 and 1903-4. A 
Return is being prepared, and will be laid 
as soon as possible, giving detailed in- 
iormation. 


Mayor SEELY (Isle of Wight): Does 
that include the sales of captured stock ? 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: No; 
no figures so far given include the price 
of captured stock. 


Me. HERBERT SAMUEL (Yorkshire, 
Cleveland) asked whether the sum of 
£6,.000,000 realised was in respect of the 
£8,090,000 worth of stores in question. 
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Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: That 
is some of the de‘ailed infor nation which 
will be given as far as possible in the 
Return promised by my right hon. friend. 


Mr. McKENNA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
is able to state the amount realised in 
respect of the sale of those surplus stores 
only which were estimated by Lord Kit- 
chener in his cable of 18th June, 1902, 
to be of the value of some six or seven 
millions sterling. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: My 
right hon. friend is not able t» state the 
amount realised by the sales of the par- 
ticular supplies referred to in Lord Kit- 
chener’s telegram, because We have no 
exact details as to the basis on which the 
estimate was lramed; but I can say that 
suins in excess of £6,000,000 have been 
brought to credit in Army accounts for 
sales for the years 1902-3 and 1903-4. 


Mr. McKENNA: Can the hon. Gen- 
tleman say whether one penny of the 
amount which appears in the account 
for 1902-3 refers to the £6,000,009 or 
£7,000,000 mentioned by Lord Kitchener ? 
Can the hon. Gentleman rot give the 
House some estimate of what the stores 
referred to by Lord Kitchener, and those 
only, realised ? 


Mx. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I 
can certainly say that one penny is 


astonished if, as a matter of fact, the 
Return does not include £5,000,000 or 
£6,000,000. It will be stated in the 
Return. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): Will the 
cost of stores imported into South Africa 
during the period covered by the Return 
be included ? That is the vital question, 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: Yes, 
Sir. 


Mr. McKENNA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
promised account of the sale of stores will 
inclu lea detailed account of the specific 
stores, meationed by Lord Kitchener in 
June, 1902, as being of the value of 
What we 


Ss 
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desire is an account of these stores 
separate from that of the stores supplied 
since. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: As 
far as is possible, the promised Return as 
tothe stores contracts wifl be made in the 
form suggested by the hon. Member, 


The Monthly Reports of Sales of Stores 
—Responsibility for Discontinuance. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
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Mr. TREVELYAN: Many of us 
understood him to decline to take the 
responsibility of saying who had refused 
to send the return. 


*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT : No, 


Sir. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: My Question is 
whether this particular gentleman is to 
be relieved of his duties pending the 
decision of the Commission. 





State for War by whose authority it | 
was that the return of 31st July, 1902, | 
requiring monthly reports of sales in | 
South Africa, was cancelled upon 24th 
April, 1903. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
I begalso to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether the gentleman 
responsible for the order for monthly 
returns of all sales and repurchases of 
Government stores in South Africa not 
having been carried out, and for the 
cancelling of this order in April, 1903, 
is at present engaged in military or civil 
duties; and whether, if so, he is to be 
relieved of these duties pending the 
investigation of the Royal Commission 
appointed to investigate all matters 
connected with these sales and re- 
purchases. 





*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: The 


responsibility for the action mentioned | 


will form part of the inquiry by the | 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I can 
give no undertaking of that kind) Where 
the responsibility lay will be a matter 
for the decision of the tribunal. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE asked whether 
the Secretary of State for India, who 
was at the War Office at the time, would 
be consulted. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked whether 
the Commission were to investigate the 
responsibility for failures to make the 
returns as well as the other questions, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is 
almost inevitable that this question 
should be discussed by the Commission. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Could 


|anyone authorise the suppression of an 


order except the Secretary of State for 
| War? 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Royal Commission. I am not, therefore, | General Sir William Butler and the War 
in a position to give the hon. Members | Stores Commission. 
ay Information on the points raised. | Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
Mr. TREVELYAN: May I ask!he will consider the advisability of 
whether the responsibility for the | adding General Sir William Butler to the 
return of 3lst July, 1902, is a different | Commissioners appointed to investigate 
responsibility to that by which that the sale of stores and refunds in South 
return was cancelled? The right hon. | Africa, in view of the fact that, as the 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for} Chairman of a Departmental Committee 
India took the respons bility for calling | which has partially investigated some of 
for it. ithem, he already has acquired con- 
/ siderable knowledge in regard to them. 
*Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: 1 
understood my right hon. friend to me 
that be was not prepared to state to | 


Tur PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr, A. J. 





the House his information as to the! BaLrour, Manchester, E.): Sir William 
responsibility for the reports not having | Butler will in all probability be called as 
/a witness by the Commission that has 


been furnished. 
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been appointed, but I do not think 
anything would be gained by adding him 
to the Commission. 
of reference almost seem to exclude him. | 


Lord Milner and the War Stores. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether any correspondence took place 


between the Colonial Office and the War | 


Office, and between that Office and Lord 
Milner in regard to the refusal of the 
latter to take over further stores under 
the control of the War Office in regard | 
to the requirements for repatriation; if | 
so, whether he will lay it upon the Table 
of the House; whether he can state 


what purchases for the requirements of | 
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| Odessa, he can give the House any 
| information as to the position of things 
there. 


| Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
| FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Percy, 
| Kensington, S.): The only information 
/we have received is from our Consul at 
Odessa to the effect that the battleship 
“ Kniaz Potemkin” had arrive1 in port, 
that the crew had mutinied and murdered 
all the officers except three, that harangues 
| were being made t» the populace, and that 
shots were being exchanged between the 
people and the “police ; but he does not 
| indicate that he apprehends any special 
| danger to British subjects or property at 
Odessa. 


repatriation have been made since this | 


refusal of stores similar to those offered | 


by the War Office; and what has been 


their cost. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror tHE | 


Lyrretron, Warwick 
No such correspon- 


(COLONIES (Mr. 
and Leamington) : 
denee took place. 


India —Lord Curzon and the Military 
Command. 

Mir. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether the Viceroy has un- 
conditionally accepted the 
contained in the Secretary of State’s 
despatch of 31st May. or whether he has 
rejuested that certain modifications 
shall be made in them before he can 
accept them; and what is the nature 


and extent of these suggested modifica- | 


tions. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ron 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, (ruild- 
ford): Ihave nothing to add to what I | 
stated yesterday? on this subject. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: As the right hon. 
Gentleman cannot answer the Question | 
now I shall repeat it next week. 


Odessa Disturbances. 

Mr. 
Partick): I beg, in accordance 

private notice, to ask the Under-Secret 

for Foreign Affairs whether, in view 

the large nimber of British subjects at 





t See page 373. 
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proposals | 


PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, | 
with | 
ary | 


of | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the 
telegram indicate whether the battleship 
has or has not bombarded the town ? 


EarL PERCY: It indicates appre- 
hension that a bombardment might take 
place, but not a bombardment 

| Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 
| May Lask the First Lord of the Treasury 
| whether any precautionary measures are 
intended to be taken for the protection of 
| British lives and shipping and other 
property in the Black Sea? 

| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It seems 
‘difficult to see what precautions can be 
| taken in regard to disorders taking place 
|in a town not under British jurisdiction. 
| 

Motor-Car Speed Limit, 

Me. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Seere- 
| tary of State for the Home Department 

if he will take into consideration the ex- 
| pedieacy of instructing the police that 
| in cases where in their opinion the speed 
| limit is exceeded, or where the cars are 
driven at a speed inconsistent with the 
| public safety, they should write to the 
| owners of the cars in question, giving 
|them notce of the conduct of their 
drivers. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror true 
HOME DEPARTMENT eid AKERS- 
Douauas, Kent, St. Augustine’s); [have 
considered the suggestion whic “ has been 
made by the hon. Member, but I am not 
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prepared to adopt it. 
given in suitable cases, but I could cer- 
tainly not assent to the view that, where 
the facts justify a prosecution, a caution 
should be given instead. 


Questions. 


The Medical Register. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, having regard to the 
fact that the General Medical Council 
state that during the last ten vears 
twenty names have been struck off the 
Medical Register for infamous conduct 
in a professional respect, and that of this 
number four were removed on charges of 
adultery, willhe state how many names 
have been r moved on this charge during 
the current year. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: The Answer 
to the Question is, three. I must add 
that the Medical Register is a matter with 
which I have no concern, and that any 
other information which the hon. Member 
may desire would no doubt be furnished 
to him by the General Medical Council, 
if he makes application to the Registrar. 


Montgomery Non-Provided Schools. 

Lievut.-CoLonEL PRYCE-JONES : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Education whether he is aware that the 
Montgomeryshire Education Authority 
passed a resolution on the 20th instant 
to the eftect that the payments of the 
claims ard salaries on account of the 
non-provided schools for the quarter 
ending June 30th should be deferred 
until July 17th, pending the report of 
the executive committee on the replies 
irom the managers to a letter addressed to 
them in the matter of the repairs, altera- 
tions, and additions to the school build- 
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Cautions are | 


ings, as required by the county surveyor; | 


and will he say what steps, if any, he 
proposes to take to ensure that the 
teachers’ salaries may be paid as usual 
pending the negotiations and settlement 
of the question of repairs and additions 
between themselves, on the one hand, 
and the education authority and the 
Board of Education on the other. 

SECRE- 


THE PARLIAMENTARY 


TARY to tHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sit Wituttam Anson, Oxford Univer- 
rity): 


The Board have received no 
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intimation from the local education 
authority of the passing of the resolu- 
tion referred to, nor have any complaints 
been received from managers. Until the 
receipt of complaints, it is impossible to 
say what steps, if any, it may be neces. 
sary to take in the matter; but when 
any such complaints are received, the 
Board will at once communicate with 
the authority on the subject. 


Questions. 


Big Ben. 

Me. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) : 
I beg to ask the hon. Member for Lanca- 
shire, Chorley, whether he is aware that 
for the last few days one of the faces of 
Big Ben has assumed a greenish hue ; 
if sc, whether he is responsible for that 
phenomenon or whether it is due te 
some occult agency. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): The occult agency is an 
attempt on the part of the Office of 
Works to effect certain econom’es. The 
reason why I asked my hon. friend to 
put a notice on the Paper, which he has 
not done, was that there are se.entific 
matters involved which I do not under- 
stand and a certain number of foreign 
words which I am unable to pronounce. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE: Is the noble Lord. 
aware that the phenomenon has been 
interpreted as an omen that the Home 
Rule controversy is entering on an 
acute phase ? 


Lorp BALCARRES: Perhaps the 
hon. Member for the Scotland Division 
is able to inform my hon. friend about 
that. 


Lemreway (Stornoway) Schoolmastership. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether the Scottish Educa- 
tion Department have received a_ peti- 
tion, signed by all the parents of chil- 
dren attending the public school at 
Lemreway, Stornoway, urging that Mr. 
John D. Mitchel should be retained in 
his appointment as master of the school ; 
and, if so, what action he proposes to 
take. 


THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): The 
Department have received the petition 
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teferred to by the hon. Member, and 
are inquiring into the matter. 


Missing Belfast Children. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he is aware that 
two children, named Flannigan, age five 
and six years respectively, were reported 
to the police as being missing from their 
home at Short Strand, Belfast, since April 
24th last, and that the police informed 
the mother of these children that they 
had been placed in a home or industria! 
school by the Rev. Mr. Kerr, C.C., who 
has refused to give any information about 


the children; and will he cause inquiries | 


to be made into the matter. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, §.) : | 
Tue mother of these children has com- | 


plained to the police that they have dis- 


appeared, and the Rev. Mr. Kerr has | 
stated to the police that he knows where | 
the children are, and that they are in safe | 


custody. This is all the information the 
police have, and upon it they cannot take 
ally action. 


Mr. SLOAN: Is there no redress for the 
mother, the cnildren having been taken 
away against her will, and Mr. Kerr 
having refused to tell her where they 
are ! 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not, as 
the hon. Gentlemin knows, a lawyer, but 
I believe that the civil law is open to her, 
by which she can obtain redress, but 0. 
the information the police have they can 
take no action on her behalf. 


Mr. SLOAN : In view of the fact that 
the police have made inquiries as to where 
the children are, is there any reason why 
the mother should not be admitted to see 
them ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG : I think my hon. | 


friend is not quite correct. I do not 
think the police know where the children 
are, though the Rev. Mr. Kerr says that 
he knows where they are. 


Mr. SLOAN: Have they no power to 
see that this woman is admitted to talk 
to her own children ? 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: It does not rest 
with the police to act. If the children 
were taken away improperly, the police 
have no power to take action. 


Str ERNEST FLOWER (Bradford, W.): 
Surely, having regard to the fact that the 
children were taken away without the 
mother’s consent, the police can act with- 
out che authority of a justice of the 
peace ? 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: T have! given 
an Answer to my hon. friend containing 
all the information we have—namely, that 
these children have been removed, and 
that the Rev. Mr. Kerr has stated that 
he knows where they are. The police 
have no reason to believe that they are 





in an industrial school—— 


Mr. SLOAN: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman suggest that the children have 
| been kidnapped ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Ido not say 
that. All I know is that the mother 
says she has lost her children, and that 
| Mr. Kerr says that he knows where they 
are. The police cannot act unless they 
have legal power to act. They cannot 
compel Mr. Kerr to divulge his informa- 
tion. It is, I admit, a very extra- 
ordinary case. 


Public Trustee and Executor Bill. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN: On behalf of 
the hon. Menber for Leicester, I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government will give any 
facility forthe passing into law this session 


of the Public Trustee and Executor Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can only say 
that this Bill is one the Government are 
very desirous of seeing passed, but I can 
give no pledge on the subject at the 
present time. 


Electric Carriages in Hyde Park. 
Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire, 
|New Forest): On behalf of the hon. 
Baronet the Member for West Edinburgh, 
I beg toask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he will put down for an early date the 

Vote for the Office of Works, in order 
| to enable the House to discuss the question 
| of the inclusion of electric carriages in the 
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Order which excludes motor vehicles from 
Hyde Park between four p.m. and seven 
p-m. 


Mr. A. 
depend on the other claims on the 
time of the Hovse, and I suspect that, 
however important this subject be, it 
may be crowded out by other subjects 
more important—or more important, 
that is to say, in the general view of the 
House. 


Education (Scotland) Bill. 

Mr. CHARLES DOUGLAS (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.): I beg to askthe First Lord 
of the Treasury when he proposes to 
proceed with the Education (Scotland) 
Bill in Committee, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
Ihave anything to add to the Answer J 
gave yesterday F, which was to the effect 
that I cannot fix a day for this Bill, and 
that we must make some progress first 
with the Scottish Churches Bill. 


Mr, CHARLES DOUGLAS: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman intend to proceed 
with the Bill ? : 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : T wish to pro- 
ceed with it, but I canaot promise to do 
80, 


Musical Copyright. 

Mr. T. P. O?CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury if he intends to deal in 
the present session with the question of 
musical copyright, in view of the loss 
and hardships now caused to musical 
composers, publishers, and the music 
trade and profession by musical piracy. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: TI have been in 
communication with my right hon. friend 
the Home Secretary, who has the matter 
in hand. If a favourable opportunity 
occurs I hope something may be done to 
remedy what is undoubtedly a heavy 
injustice, 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR: Am I to take 
itsthis Answer implies that the right hon. 
Gentleman will promote a measure if 
assured that it will be treated as non- 
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controversial. I have authority to say 
it would be so treated by the hon. 
Member for Waterford. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR accepted this 
statement, but was afraid it could not be 
assumed that because a Bill met with the 
approval of the greater part of the House, 
it would prove to be non-controversia! 
generally. There was plenty of ex- 
perience to the contrary. 


—_——- — 


SUPPLY [12th ALLoTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Granr Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair. } 


NAVY ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 

Motion made, and Quest on proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £2,768,300, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
expenses of the Personnel for Shipbuild- 
ing, Repairs, Maintenance, etc., including 
the cost of Establishments of Dockyards 
and Naval Yards at Home and Abroad, 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the lst day 
of March, 1906.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said he presumed they would, as 
usual, be allowed to take a general dis- 
cussion on shipbuilding quest:ons on that 
Vote. The first point he wished to raise 
was the scheme of discarding certain 
ships which was announced at the 
beginning of tne session. He made no 
complaint of the statement of Lord 
Selborne, but the policy was announced 
to the country before the opening of 
Parliament by the Prime Minister in 
language which ought not to be for- 
gotten. The righthon, Gentleman told a 
Party meeting at Glasgow that by a 
* courageous stroke of the pen” the 
Admiralty had abolished 120 vessels, and 
by this remarkable achievement the 
efficiency of the Navy had been increased, 
and large savings would be effected to the 
extent of hundreds of thousands, and 
indeed of millions, annually. He adopted 
from his audience the words ‘ bad 
rubbish” as a description of these ships- 
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This was only one of the aspects of this 
question. It was not merely that 
the Board of Admiralty had laid 
down the rule that aship, however use ul 
in time of peace, was not only 
useless but worse than useless in 
time of war if it possessed neither fighting 
power nor speed, but it had gone further 
and it had with one courageous stroke of 
the pen abolishel 139 ships, with the 
result that the cost of their maintenance 
aid repair was to be struck o‘f the Esti- 
mates while the fighting power of the 
British Fleet would simultaneously be 
increased two or three-fold in the first 
twenty-four hours of war—a ‘‘ remarkable 
achievement,” and 
naval policy since the days of Nelson.” 


Information upon this policy, at first 
meagre, was supplied by a Return issued 


by the Admiraltv of ships affected by the | 
From this it | 


redistribution of the Fleets. 
ap eared that twenty-seven ships were 
put into the llama class, retaining their 


armaments, but laid up in the charge of | 


caretakers, thirty-six vessels were rele- 
gated to a class available for subsidiary 
purposes, eighty obsolete vessels were in 
a third class, and ten vessels were in a 
fourth ciass of guard, receiving and 
stationary ships. 


incurred on these ships for maintenance 
and 
deterioration, and certainly it was not 
possible to rely on their being made 


rapidly ava lable in time of emergency. | 


In this Return he could find nothing to 
justify the grandiloquent language used 
by the Prime Minister. Of the ninety 


ships struck off the list or sold a number | 


had long been worthless, and could not 
be included in last year’s policy. 
instance, the “Royal Adelaide 
completed in 1828, the ‘“ Havannah 


” was 


in 181], the ‘‘Belvidera” in 1810, 
and the “Implacable’? was so old 
that the Admiralty had no record 


of the date of her completion. 
as he could make out, only about half 
of the ninety vessels struck off could be 
attributed to the recent policy. Was it 
not absurd, then, to say that this great 
Admiralty achievement was without 
parallel since the days of Nelson. Again, 
as they knew, a large expenditure was 
incurred on several of these ships just 
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“the greatest feat in | 


With regard to the | 
llama class, as no expense was to be | 


repairs there must inevitably be | 


For | 


So far | 


1905-6. 


| before they were sent to the scrap-heap. 
On the “ Porpoise ” £31,00) was expended 
only three years before; on anotier vessel 
£9,090 was spent two years previously. 
Upon that pelicy he need not do more 
than allude to the statement of Sir W. 
White, late Chief Constructor to the 
Navy, and the two points upon which he 
pressed for explanation were: why so 
much expenditure was incurred for repairs 
for ships shortly afterwards removed from 
the effective list, and, secondly, how a 
distinction was made between ships of 
the same apparent class and value, 
some of which were laid up and 
others classed as useful for subsidiary 
purposes. 
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| Let them contrast the actual results of 
‘the policy with the description of it given 
by the Prime Minister at Glasgow. Lord 
Lansdowne, speaking in the House of 
Lords, had stated that the policy of 
eliminating ships from the active list had 
produced a saving of £3 500,000. That 
was an entire dejusion. “ete had been 
a saving of £5,500,000 on the Navy 
| Estimates this vear, but it had beea due 
to reductions on new construction, on 
armaments, on repairs, and on stores. 
He was quite sure that Lord ‘Lansdowne 
spoke in good faith, butit only showed 
he was under the delusion, fostered by 
the Prime Minister's language, that the 
saving hat been effected by the elimina- 
tion of these ships. But som>thing must 
have been saved by the elimination of 
these ships, and he hoped the hon. 
Gentleman would tell them how much 
had been saved in past years and what 
saving might be anticipited in future 


years, Thev ought to know how much 
money hal been realiscd by the sale of 
these old ships. He had _ hitherto 


applied unsuccessfully to the Admiralty 


” | for information on the point, and he was 


driven to the papers for such facts as he 
had acquired. He would ask whether it 
was true that the ‘ Warspite,” which was 
only seveateen years old and had cost 
£700,000, had been sold for £18,009, and 
that eighteen so-called obsolete ships, 
which cost £2,250,000 not very long ago, 
sold at the beginning of April forsomething 
less than £100,000. He desired also to 
know what was the number of men set 
| free by the elimination of these ships. 
| He asked a Question on that point the 
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other day and was told that the com- 
plement of these ships’ crews totalled 
30,748, but it did not necessarily follow 
that ‘that number of men had been set 
free. He had not been able to get 
accurate information on the point, but it 
seemed to him that one result had been 
to increase the number of men serving on 
shore or in harbour ships, and that more 
men had not been put on sea Service. 
Perhaps the hon. Gentleman would 
vouchsafe the Committee some further 
information on that point. 


Did this new scheme offer any hope of 
their being able to increas? the efficiency 
of the Navy ? Sir William White had made 
a strong point on that, arguing. as he did, 
that the elimination of these ships meant 
a reduction of reserve forces which was 
regarded as dangerous. Some reassur 
ances on that subject would be useful. 
Many of these small ships, although they 
would be of no use in the fighting line in 
a great battle, were useful in peace and 


{COMMONS} 





war for the protection of British interests 
locally. What was the policy of the 
Government and the Admiralty with 
regard to the protection of commerce in | 
time of war? According to all authorities | 
that he was acquainted with, our | 
commerce in time of war would be pro- | 
tected by this class of small ships. He 
was aware that the question of the protec- | 
tion of commerce was in a State of flux 
at the present time. Therefore, it was 
important to know the reason for the 
elimination of ships which many high 
authorities regarded as being especially | 
useful for that purpose. He knew there 
was high naval authority for the proposi- 
tion that in time of war in all probability, | 
at any rate at first, our Navy would not 
trouble itself to defend commerce at all. | 


Tue SECRETARY vo rue AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Preryman, Suffolk, 
Woodbridge) asked whether the hon. 
Member was at liberty to give his 
authority. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he | 
was not at liberty, but he should not 
have made the statement without 
believing that he was justified in doing 


so. The theory was that the business | 
of the Fleet in time of war was to seek the | 
opposing fleet and knock it out of exis- | 
tence, and after that, but not before, the | 


Mr Edmund Roberison, 
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question of protecting commerce might 
be considered. He believed that His 
Majesty’s Government were at thit 
moment considering the propriety of 
going into a conference called by the 
President of the United States which 
had for its primary object and purpose 
the abolition of the capture an! 
destruction of private property at sea. 
He desired to express his hearty 
sympathy with that proposal and his 
desire to believe, though it was 
impossible to believe, that this elimina- 
tion of ships might possibly be connected 
with it. At all events he heped and 
trusted that the barbarous rule, as he 
regarded it, of the destruction of private 
property at sea of which we were the 
chief victims would be abolished; but 
so long as international law permitted 
it, we ought to consider our positio: 
before we sacrificed all these ‘ships, 
on account of their special value in 
relation to the protection of commerce. 
In regard to specific questions, he would 
like to know from the Secretary to the 
Admiralty how the sea stores in those 
foreign stations that were being practi- 
cally abandoned for the time had been 
disposed of. 

Now he came to the general con- 
tents of the Vote. The First Lord, in 
his Memorandum, stated that the repairs 


| of the Navy had all been overtaken now, 


and that in consequence it would not be 


| necessary to send this work to private 


yards. He hoped that statement was 
well founded ; bat there were one or two 
passages in an important article by Sir 
William White in the July number of the 
Nineteenth Century on this very question 


| that deserved the attention of the Secre- 


tary to the Admiralty. Sir William 


White said that— 


‘«This vigorous effort to cffect necessary repairs 
of the Fleet was undoubtedly praiswortby, 
but there was a want of thorough consideration 
and provision in framing the scheme, and no 
trustworthy estimate was made of the cost in- 
volved in its execution. Ships were sent 
for repairs to private firms which had not 
built them, and in some cases to firms which 


| had little or no experience of building ships or 


engines for the Navy; while other and com- 
petent firms who had built ships and engines 


|for the Navy, andwho were well acquainted 


with Admiralty work, were left unemployed, and 

both time and cost were thus increased.” 
There was another statement in the 

article on the general subject of repairs 








ar 
al 
ql 
ha 
cc 
at 
w! 
m 
mm 
ch 
off 
10) 
Ou 
As 
bu 


iu 


“oO 


pe 


sk 
m 
Uy 


of 
th 
be 


pr 


ste 
in 
or 
so! 
mi 
mi 
asi 
an 
wit 
Co 
thi 
his 
un 
pre 
tio 
to. 
wa 








55/ Navy 


which should be brought under the notice 
of the Committee. The amount put 
down this year for repairs was something 
ander £3,000,000, a decrease of £500,090 
on last year. But this was a delusive 
estimate. It was under existing con- 
ditions difficult to estimate beforehand 
the cost of repairs. On this point Sir 
William White wrote— 


* The diligent student can ascertain the first 
cost and date of completion for each existing 
combatant ship in the Navy and the cost of 
maintenance for each ship aftercompletion. . . 
and so can form an opinion as to a reasonable 
allowance, in proportion to first cost, for subse- 
quent cost of maintenance. In this manner— 
having regard to the value of armour, which 
does not sensibly deteriorate--one can arrive 
at a figure for the annual minimum amount 
which ought to be provided for the efficient 
inaintenance of the existine Fleet. This 
method of investigation leads one to the con- 
clusion that under present circumstances, for 
flicient maintenance of the Fleet and provision 
fora certainamountof reconstruction, anannual 
outlay of at least £4,000,000 sterling is requisite. 
As the eostly battleships and cruisers now 
hnilding come into service, and the capital 
value of the Fleet in commission grows, this 
wnount for maintenance will require a 
corresponding increase, although more ships 
may be struck off the effective list during this 
period.” 





He thought that was a serious con- | 
sideration, and he hoped the hon. Gentle- | 
man would give the Committee his views 
upon it. 


As to new construction, he thought 
the Committee had a right to complain 
of the silence of the Admiralty on) 
the subject. No information — had | 
been vouchsafed to them up to the 
present, but he thought that now, when 
the session was nearly over and when 
steps would shortly be taken to carry 
into effect the new shipbuilding pro- 
gramme, they were entitled to be told | 
something about the proposals of the Ad- | 
miralty. They had been told that a Com- | 
mittee of Designs had been appointed to | 
assist the Director of Naval Construction, | 
and he had asked to be supplied not only | 
with the terms of reference to that | 
Committee, but also with the Reports | 
they sent in from time to time. Neither of | 
his requests had been granted, and he | 
understood the hon. Gentleman was not | 
prepared to give the House the informa- 
tion. Well, he appealed to the majority | 
to assist him in obtaining it. Surely there | 
was nothing unreasonable in asking for it. 


{29 June 1905} 
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An absolutely new scheme was being put 
forward this year. Under this Vote they 
were going to lay down one battleship, 
four armoured cruisers, five ocean-going 
destroyers, one ocean-going destroyer of 
an experimental type, twelve coastal 
destroyers, and eleven submarines, and in 
regard tothe whole of this scheme they were 
absolutely without detailed information. 
They really ought—now the session was 
nearly over—to be told something about 
it. Engineering had openly divulged 
important particulars which had been 
denied to them by the Government. A 
month ago this paper gave some leading 
details about the new battleship, and 
stated that she was to be of twenty-one 
knots speed, that she would have an 
armament of ten 12-inch guns, a displace- 
ment of 18,000 tons, and turbine machin- 
ery. Was that a correct description of the 
new type of battleship? The same organ 
gave the speed of the four new cruisers 
at twenty-five knots, and that of the 
ocean-going destroyer as thirty-six knots. 
He wished to know from the representa- 
tive of the Government whether these 
particulars were true or not, and 
would he supplement them by giving 
some further information. He noticed 
that this inspired author of the 
naval programme of the Government had 
nothing to say about the design of the 
submarines. He desirel to take this 
opportunity of expressing his deep regret 
at the last great disaster on one of their 
submarines. The new type had been 
doubly unfortunate, and this was not 
the first disaster which had shocked 
the country. He sincerely hoped that 


would be the last. He thought that 
was en additional reason why they 


should be told more about the design of 
the new submarines, and how iar the 
possibility of accidents would be avoided. 
He wished to know why this information 
had been communicated to the editor of 
Engineering a month before it was com- 
municated to Parliament. Those were 
all fair Questions, to which he hoped an 
Answer would be given. It was an ingeni- 
ous sort of article, because it did not pro- 
fess to say anything about the principles 
which animated the Designs Committee, 
althougi it claimed an ac yuaintance with 
the views of Admiril Fisher and Mr. 
Watts. But whether the information 


‘given to this paper was official or not, 
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they had a right to know why this 
paper was allowed to have it. 


Then there was the question as to 
whether thislarge expenditure was justified 
or not. He wished to point out that the 
Opposition were not responsible for these 
colossal Estimates and that they had 
nothing to do with them. In deciding 
what the strength of the Navy should be 
they had to remember that one of the 
great Powers had now practically ceased 
to exist asanaval Power. Therefore, they 
had to count out Russia and count in 
Japan, and they had also to count in the 
United States. His pcint vas that in the 
new state of naval affairs the old formule 
had ceased to have any effect. It was 
useless to talk about a two-Power or 
a three-Power standard now, and they 
wanted a new consideration of the whole 
problem. To replace worn-out ships and 
keep the Fleet in repair cost about 
£4.800,000 a vear, and his point was that 
by that expenditure they could keep the 
Fleet at its present strength. They were 
spending this vear upon new construction 
alone double that sum. That meant that 
at present they were not only maintain- 
ing the Fleet at its present strength but 
that they were adding to it vear by year. 
He thought that Lord Lansdowne in what 
he had said had gone further than any- 
one in that House in supporiing and 
countenancing the principle of a reduc- 
tion in naval armaments, 


With regard to the Colonies the 
right hon. and gallant Member for 
Yarmouth and himself had several 
times urged upon the House the 
advisability of the Colonies bearing their 
proper share of the burden of maintain- 
ing the Imperial Navv. although they 
had not obtained much support upon 
either side of the House. The right hon. 
and gallant Member the other day led a 
deputation to the Prime Minister which 
urged that the Colonial Conference which 
‘vas going to consider the fiscal question 
should be asked as a matter of primary 
cousideration to consider the question of 
contributing towards the Imperial Navy. 
From the report he had read he was 


under the impression that the Prime 
Minister nad assented to that demand, 
but, when he was questioned in the 
House he appeared to throw over that 
deputation, and declared that what he 


Mr. Edmund Robertson, 
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had said practically meant nothing 
at all, 

*Mr. PRETYMAN said he thought 
that, in view of the statements which the 
hon. and learned Member for Dundee had 
made, it would be convenient to the: 
Committee that he should reply at once 
upon the general question before the 
debate proceeded any further. The 
national and international considerations 
touched upon by the hon. Gentleman 
were very much in the minds of the 
Admiralty, but the hon. Gentleman 
would not expect him to go into them in 
detail. The hen. Gentleman had sug- 
gested that the Navy might be reduced. 


Mr. EDMUND 


sented. 


ROBERTSON | dis- 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said if they considered 
the whole question in its broad aspect 
they would see that the first thing they 
had to ask was what was the work the 
Navy had to do; had they sufficient ships 
todoit—modern ships such as aloneshould. 
be supplied to the personne! this country 
possessed ?* If those new ships and the 
personnel were sufficient for the needs of 
the country, could it be anything but 
wasteful and bad economy to keep on 
ships, which, however useful when firs‘ 
built or even two or three years‘ago, were 
now superfluous? The policy of laying 
ships aside as having no great value for 
the immediate cperation of war was not 
a policy that stood by itself, but was 
combined with the policy, to which the 
hon. Gentleman had not referred, of 
nucleus crews, It was only by taking 
from the active list all these ships that 
it had been possible to provide apersonnel 


| for the nucleus crews, and he thought 


the Committee would see that what had 
been said by the Prime Minister in that 
regard could not be taken as exaggerated 
if they would consider the importance of 
this great principle of providing nucleus 
crews. Under the old system ships were 
in reserve, and lay in the basins at the 
great ports. They were not manned at 
all. Crews were provided for them in 
reserve in war. but the personnel had 
before mobilisation no connection what- 
ever with the ships. Under the present 
system these ships were in commission in 
reserve. That was no form of, words. 
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They were in commission; and every 


Navy 


modern efficient ship in the Navy fit to) 
put in the first fighting line except such | 


as were actually under repair in the vard 
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| llamas, been refitted, 
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in which chere had been actual economy. 
There was a very large saving of the 
expense of refitting these vessels, Had 
these vessels, which were now known as 
modernised, and 


| rearmed—and the hon. Gentleman was 


was provided with a nucleus crew 
and ready to go into action at a 
few hours notice. That meant an/| 


enormous increase of 
cuse, under the old system, when ships 
were mobilised for manceuvres, those 
vessels on which there had been trouble 
and breakdown had been those which 
had been in reserve and of which the 
personnel hat no knowledge of the 
machinery and appliances on board. 
Under the present system the more im- 
portant personnel of the ship—those who 
would in prime charge of the 
appliances—were not only living on 
board, but taking out the ships frequently 
and exercising them. There was another 
incidental advantage in the system. It 
might very often happen in war that a 
ship would have to be fought and worked 
short-handed. They had never had any 
experience of that particuiar state of 
affairs ; but now, by working these ships 
with nucleus crews, a large proportion of 
the Navy was gaining experience of 
working ships short-handed both in the 
matter of gun practice and machinery. 
All this involved an enormous gain in 
efficiency. 


be 


The hon. Gentleman had asked where 
was the increase of efficiency. There 
could be no comparison as to. effici- 
encvy between the old system and 
the new, either in peace or war. Efficiency 
in this case could not be separated from 
economy. What possible relation could 
there be between the figures as to the 
cost now and last vear? The real com- 
parison must be between the expenditure 
of to-day, together with the efficiency of 
to-day, and what the expenditure and 


efficiency would have been to-day 
under the old conditions. It 
was qnite clear that comparison 


could not be made in actual figures. No 
amount of expenditure within one year 
could have produced the same efficiency, 
Unless those vessels had been taken out 
ofthe first fighting line there would be 
no crews at all for carrying out the 
nucleus system. ‘There was a great 
economy, but greater still was the effi- 
ciency. 


efficiency, be- 


i about £2,5090,090. 


He could indicate many ways | 


well aware the “ Admiral ’ class could not 
have been considered efficient otherwise 
—the cost would have worked out to 
Had there been no 
reconstruction and rearmament, but 
simply necessary repairs and refitting, the 


‘cost would have been somewhere about 


£500,000, In addition to that there was 
the saving of the stores and coal which 
these ships woud have required, of per- 
sonnel, subsidiary expense, upkeep, etc. 
There had been a very large saving 
indeed compared to any sum which the 
House would have been asked to spend had 
they attempted to provide the nucieus 
crews in any other way. Those crews 
were a necessity if that great scheme was 
to be carried out; and he believed he 
was right in saving that the Committee 
approved of that scheme. Economy 
could not be divorced from efficiency. 
Either they might have kept things as 
they were and abandoned that valuable 
scheme or they might have kept the old 
ships and had nucleus crews to a certain 
extent. In that case there would have 
been an enormous additional expendi- 
ture. The hon. Member suggested that 
these vessels would have been of great 
value for the protection of commerce. 
So far as he was aware any proposals 
which might exist for attacks on our 
commerce would be by modern armoured 
cruisers, against which these vessels 
would be absolutely valueless. The re-ult 
of employing those ships would simply be 
to lock up in them valuable personne’, 
which would not be available for more 
modern ships. 


The hon. Member raised a very im 


portant point as to the protection 
of our commerce in war, and asked 


whether it was not the opinion of a 
high naval authority, which he did not 
specify, that in war our first policy 
would be to destroy the enemy’s fleets, 
and only after that had been done to 
protect our commerce. Although he did 
not know who his high naval authority 
was, he could say that was not the view 
the Admiralty took. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said he 
referred to Captain Mahan. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said he thought the | 


hon. Member was confusing the relative 
importance and the question of time. 
No one would deny, if there was an 
elternative, and if the question arose 
whether they were to destroy the enemy’s 
fleets or protect their commerce and 
attack his, there could only be one 
answer. That was what Captain Mahan 
said. If the question was, “‘ AmItodestroy 
the enemy’s fleet, or am I to protect my 
commerce,” there could be only one 
answer, and that was that the enemy’s 
fleet must be destroyed. The hon. Mem- 
her was referring to a volume on a great 
French war in which Captain Mahan 
pointed out that the enormous losses 
suffered by the French were caused by 
the diversion to the protection of com- 
izerce of power that would have been 
hetter employed in fighting the enemy’s 
fleet. No one who had studied naval 
strategy would agree that because there 
were two Objects, one of which was 
infinitely the more important, therefore 
the other should be neglected and 
postponed. It happened that the pro- 
tection of commerce was an _ interest 
infinitely more vital to us than it was 
to any other country; and, there- 
fore, from the strategic point of view, 
our first object was so to dispose ovr 
forces as to des roy an enmy’s fleet. 
But it did not follow that we should 
neglect the second object, which was to 
protect our commerce. The method in 
which the Admiralty had dealt with 
this problem was not to ignore the value 
of strategic policy, but to provide suffi- 
cient ships to do both these things. 
Last year he had said that the Admir- 
alty had over and over again stated 
that the two-Power standard was not 
applicable to cruisers, for the simple 
reason that it had been recognised that 
we required this large additional number 
of armoured cruisers in order to supply 
the strategic requirements of the Fleet 
for seeking out the vessels of an enemy 
and to protect our commerce. That 
was the whole point; and he was sure 
that the Committee would accept it from 
him, without desiring that he should 
stggest the nature of the considerations 
ard plans which dealt with this matter 
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'of commer.e protection, that it had 
ihad and was having the very closest 
| attention of the Admiralty. 


The hon. Gentleman opposite had 
|referred to the statement of the Prim: 
| Minister that the elimination of obso- 
lete ships was ‘‘a courageous stroke 
of the pen.” These words referred 
to the policy as a whole. He was 
perfectly prepared to give to anv hon. 
Member who desired it the fullest figures 
and facts as to what any particular ship 
had fetched ; but he felt that the Com- 
mittee would rather that he should come 
down to the House prepared to defend 
the policy of the Admiralty and to deal 
with questions which had been raised 
upon it than that he should come prepared 
with sheets of figures which could per- 
fectly easily be supplied to aavone who 
wished tor them in answer to Questions. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) 
said that his Question was what was the. 
cost of the ships sold, including the 
amount spent in repairs, and the amount 
realised by the :ales. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said he was perfect! 
prepared to give all those figures, but 
could not do so offhand; but he would 
point out that the cost of a ship when 
new bore no relation whatever to her 
value when sold, A ship when she was 
built was a fighting unit. When sold she 
was old iron, and what value remained in 
the ship as a fighting unit, the machinery 
and armament, had to be destroyed. 


Mr. J. H. LEWIS said the point of 
his Question was how much the ships 
originally cost and how much they 
real sed. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said he would take 
care to furnish the hon. Member with 
the figures. But the hon. Member 
appeared to think that the disparity 
between the cost of a ship and the 
amount for which it sold indicated 
some kind of laches on the part of the 
| Admiralty. The hon. Member referred 


| to the case of the stores in South Africa 
as if there were some parallel. He 
| was quite sure that hon. Members did 
not wish that these matters of naval 
debate should be made the subject of 
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Party recrimination. Their one desire was ; had over and over again laid down that 


to secure the efficiency of the Navy, 
and to secure it as cheaply as possible, 
and not to find fault with one another 
except when effi¢iency and economy failed. 


Reference had been made to an article 
by Sir William White, the late Director of 
Naval Construction. He yielded to no 
one in his admiration for Sir William 
White, whose work as a designer was 
known throughout the world; but when 
he was quoted as an unrivalled authority, 
not only on questions of design, but on 
the question of the value of ships as fight- 
ing units and on questions affecting the 
naval policy of the Admiralty, he could 
only say that he believed the superior 
officers in the Navy, who now occupied 
posts at the Admiralty, were as high, or 
even higher, authorities on questions of 
that kind. When Sir William White 
yave it as his opinion that the ships 
which had been laid aside might be of 
great value in time of war, he might say 
that the opinion of the high authorities he 
had reteired to and the heads of the Navy 
was that these ships would not in normal 
circumstances have any value in war at 
all. It was conceivable that there might 
be a condition of affairs in which we 
arrived atthe point when there would be no 
ship of the enemy’s abroad from which 
these ships would incur danger. They 
might then attack commerce; but was 
it seriously suggested that the equipment 
of these ships should be maintained 
when they were only available for that 
particular purpose? He was quite sure 
that if Sir William White had been at 
the Admiralty and had had these con- 
siderations in his mind, he would have 
been of the same mind as those at the 
Admiralty. 


He had been asked why, not only | 


the reference to, but the Reports of 


our ships were under-gunned. If some 
were, he believed the reason was that in 
some of these ships the question of 
design had not been considered sufficiently 
from the point of view of naval stra‘egy ; 
and he ventured to suggest that the 
proper process of designing a ship was, in 
the first place, that the heads of the Navy, 
the Commanders-in-Chief, and the Lords 
of the Admiralty should be called together 
and should consider from their standpoint 
what was required for the purposes of 
war, and when that had been done 
as a first step, then the matter should 
be referred to a Designs Committee 
or to the Director of Naval Construction. 
If the Admiralty now recognised the 
closeness of relationship between design 
and strategy, it followed that the details 
of design could no longer be brought 
down from year to year and laid before 
the Committee. The hon. Member 
appealed to Members on the Ministerial 
side in the name of the ancient rights of 
the House. With equal confidence he 
would appeal to hon, Members on the 
Opposition side, putting it to them 
whether they would insist on their 
ancient rights if it were shown to them 
that they were against the interests of 
the nation. He appealed to hon. Gentle- 
men to allow him to refrain from giving 
the particulars asked, because these 
questions of design were so intimately 
connected with strategy. Although 
statements which were unauthorised 
statements, which were correct in some 
particulars and were incorrect in others, 
had appeared in print, the Committee 
would agree that a statement appearing 
in any newspaper, however important, 


| was totally different from a statement 
'made on behalf of the Admiralty across 


the Designs Committee had not been | 


laid before the House. 


designs as a purely academic one and as 
one which could be discussed apart from 
those of strategy and policy and naval re- 
quirements was an entire misapprehension, 
and if mistakes had been made in the past, 
he believed it had been due to that 
misapprehension. Hon. Members in that 
House, and among them the hon. Gentle- 
man who used to represent Gateshead, 


He submitted | 
that to attempt to treat the question of | 


| Committee of 





He reminded the 
another fact too often 
forgotten—that they were now building 
ships in competition, not with the ships 
they knew of to-day, but with the ships 
that would be their contemporaries, 
which were not only not completed but 
not: on the stocks, but whose designs 
were in the drawers of foreign nations. 
This being so, clearly that nation had the 
advantage which was first able to 
obtain the designs and the plans of other 
nations in competition with which they 
were building. We had, perhaps, been. 


the floor of the House. 
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too often in the habit of giving that 
advantage away, and he would ask the 
Committee to believe that he was not 
withholding anything that ought not to 
be withheld. The designs were ready, 
and there must be a moment when these 
designs would become known, but 
perhaps never a moment when they 
would all become known. He hoped he 
would have the acquiescence in the view 
of the Board of Admiralty of the hon. 
Member for Dundee himself, 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON was 
understood to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether the reports in 
ihe engineering papers were correct. The 
Admiralty, he added, always laid a 
statement before the House. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that was exactly 
what he had stated and what he was 
asking the Committce to allow him to 
pass over for the reasons he had given. 
He relied on the Committee’s support. 
He assured the Committee it would be as 
great a pleasure for him to state the par- 
ticulars as it would be to them to hear 
them, but it was better in the interests 
of the nation to leave them unstated. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) thought it was not 
possible for any Member to resist the 
reason given for not making the usual 
statement with regard to designs, but 
he hoped they were not going to 
have another case of making mystery 
where it was impossible to ke p 
things secret. A general statement to 
that Committee was of slight importance 
by the side of the technical details which 


appeared in the engineering newspapers | 


and those which had already appeared 
in regard to new vessels, and which had 
been sent round to all the countries in 
the world and had been seen by naval 
attachés. These would be assumed to 
be correct, and it soon leaked out from 
the dockvards whether they were sub- 
stantially accurate in their main lines. 
He should have thought that informa- 
tion as to the large item of general: cost 
might have been safely given to the 
Committee. ” 


Mr. PRETYMAN 
the new 


£1.500,000. 
Mr. Pretyman. 


said the cost of 
battleship would be about 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE said the figure 
named was less than the figure quoted 
in the engineering newspapers, and 
showed that there had been some exag- 
geration in regard to the size and char- 
acter of the new ship. He thought 
there was no doubt that the number of 
12-inch guus would be enormously in- 
creased; and he was glad to hear 
that the Admiralty anticipated that in 
this new battleship and in the new 
cruisers we might be leading rather than 
following the naval world. as had been 
too often the case in the past. While 
congratulating the Board of Admiralty 
on their spokesman in this House, he 
condemned the suddenness of the curves 
which the Board had executed. and said 
the Prime Minister's speech revarding 
the courageous stroke of the pen was 
one of which the Minister ought to 
be a little ashamed. Lord Lansdowne 
repeated the epithet “courageous” in 
the statement that the Naval Estimates 
showed a saving of = £5,500,000 
owing to the courageous scheme of 
Lord Selborne relating to the obsolete 
warships, which were costing the nation 
a great deal of money and doing nothing 
to promo‘e efficiency. It was a pity 
that the Prime Minister at Glasgow and 
the Leader of the House of Lords should 
make a statement so flashy and mislead- 
ing. The Government vsed the figures 
as to the character of the ships in divers 
fashions according to the reasons for 
using them. In one list fifty-three 
first-class batt'eships appeared two of 
which appeared in the Return of ships not 
effective for fighting purposes. That 
Return had been largely used for argu- 
ment which could not be justified. He 
was not satisfied that farseeing wisdom 
| had been evinced by the sudden changes 
| of the last two years, and he understood 
| the views of the hon. Member for Dundee 
}as to commercial protection. With 
‘regard to the third-class cruisers, some 
/of which were brand-new — ships, he 
reminded the Committee that at present 
| there was a powerful Commission to which 
| the consideration of the food supply of 
the people had been referred. It did not 
;seem to him wise, having built ships of 
| this class within the last two or three 
| Vears and spent enormous sums of money 
jin repairing them, to suddenly strike 
them off the effective list before the 
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Report of the Royal Commission had | perties and defensive properties in the 


been receiv'd. The policy adopted might 
be perfectly sound; but the suddenness 
of the change without waiting for the 
Report of the Royal Commission had 
thrown a certain amount of doubt on 
the continuity of he policy of the 
Admiralty. 


Then as regarded construction, for 
instance, the boilerings of the Fleet 
showed a lack of wisdom on the part 
of the Admiralty. The American and 
German Governments had used both 
the cylinder boilers and the water tank 
boilers together. The American Govern- 
ment abandoned the mixed system as a 
failure, and this country then adopted it. 
The mixed system was of doubtful 
value; and its adoption showed that 
this country was following other countries, 
whereas it should be at the top of the 
tree in the application of science to Navy 


matters. Then as regarded submarines, 
the deplorable accidents were more 


numbers 
expect 


numerous in proportion to 
than in France. They must 


accidents In such a service, but there 
should not be such a large propor- 
tion. The Admiralty had refused to 


give the Committee information on the 
subject ; indeed, the Engineering Supple- 
ment of The Times contained more in- 
formation than was given by the Ad- 
miralty. It would have been better 
if the Admiralty had reassured the 
service and the public and had given a 
larger amount of information on the 
question of submarines. 
the present vear a new policy had been 
adopted which bore on the question of 
submarine construction. 
took over from the Army the water 
defence of certain ports such as Bere- 
haven. He would ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether the Admiralty 
intended to defend these ports by 
means of submarines. If so, it was 
clear from the information published 
in France, and also by Sir William 
White, that a new class of submarine 
would have to be constructed for that 
purpose. The tendency was to make 
the submarine larger and larger for 
defensive purposes; but that was not 
the view taken by the French, who 
were masters of the art. The Admiralty 
attempted to combine sea-going pro- 


The Admiralty | 
| the fringe of the question. 


In the course of | 


same boat; but if the submarines were 
to be used by the Admiralty to defend 
ports, smaller ships would have to be 
built. He considered it would be well 
for the Admiralty to take the House 


| of Commons more into their confidence 


/in this matter. 





It was not a matter in 
which secrecy could be kept from the 
world as regarded the size of the vessels 
and their number; although there might 
be secrets when they were submerged. 
The Admiralty should state whether 
they considered that the larger boats 
were capable of a double use. The 
new departure was so great that it de- 
served the careful consideration of the 
House of Commons. 


*Str JOHN COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) 
said it was essential that the naval policy 
of the country should be persistent and 
consistent. That was apparent to every 
person who had a reasonable conception 
of the requirements for the defence of 
the Empire. He deprecated exaggerated 
or flowery language in dealing with the 
actions of the Admiralty. In regard to 
submarines, it should be remembered that 
they could not attack a port; and the 
Admiralty should be extremely cautious in 
respect of the work, formerly discharged 
by the Army, they had undertaken in 
connection with the defence of places. 
If there were no ships in a port,why should 
submarines enter it? They could not 
attack works or docks; and he desired 
to protest against any hasty action of 
the Admiralty in the development of this 
submarine policy. The Prime Minister 
in his recent speech could only touch 
The papers 
appeared to be under the impression that 
he meant that there was no danger 
of invasion if only there were a suf- 
ficient number of submarines and 
torpedo-boats. Submarines were, how- 
ever, primarily necessary to a weak 
naval Power, they being purely de- 
fensive weapons. When any new great 
invention was brought into being and 
caught the public enthusiasm, experi- 
ments had to be tried. Therefore the 
Admiralty picked out the best coming 
officers, the young men with the ablest 
brain they could find, to man, and ex- 
periment with these vessels, and those 
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men really became a cult. Their enthu- | 
sizsm for the submarine became such an 
ufluence as to affect the policy of the 
Admiralty, He therefore ventured to warn 
the hon. Gentleman and the representative 
of the Admiralty that this thing might 
be pushed too far. The true naval 
policy should be the line-of-battle power, 
and by the amount that was spent 
upon submarines to that extent was 
the battle power limited. Nobody 
could deny that the experience of 
the Japanese War had shown most 
emphatically, what all naval history 
taught, that it was the line-of-battle 
ships which determined maritime wars and 
that the torpedo-boats, which were at 
one time supposed to have superseded 
the battleships, were a very necessary 
but subsidiary instrument to the line- 
of-battle power. 


Navy 


He did not agree with the hon. 
Member for Dundee that the time 
had come for the reduction of naval 


armaments owing to the disappearance 
of the Russian Fleet. On the contrary, 
he saw everything warning this nation 
and our Empire to keep its naval strength 
up to a standard sufficient to meet all 
reasonable possible contingencies. He 
had always protested against that rule-of- 
thumb standard, the two-Power standard. 
A maritime Power in another hemisphere 
had had a great trial and had given an 
illustration of what awaited unprepared 
naval nations. There was no such 
thing now as a temporary defeat at 


sea of a nation’s fleet. The defeat 
was final; there was no recovery; 
no means of remedying a_ reverse. 


The real question, and it was coming 
very near, was who was going to be 
master in the Pacific? The United States 
intended that she should be, and she had 
given every sign of it by the extraordin- 
ary increase of naval power in which she 
was engaged. Then there was Japan, 
both Powers having arsenals and power 
of nava! production and maintenance in 
that hemisphere. In the not distant 
future we might have questions arising 
in the Pacific, the policies of Japan, 
the United States, and Great Britain 
coming Into conflict. Were we sufficiently 
prepared for such questions? Could we, | 


by applying this rule-of-thumb standard 
at home, keep pace with what was going 


Sir John Colomb, 
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on in another hemisphere, with our power 
of production and maintenance of ships 
only in this hemisphere? He did not 
think so, and that being so, what were 
we doing to prepare for that time, when 
our interest and those of either or both 
of these other Powers in the Pacific did 
not accord? All welcomed the Japanese 
alliance, but nobody could believe that 
that alliance would last for everm, We 
all dreaded a rupture with the United 
States, but ruptures did take place and 
we must be prepared for them. There- 
fore, the real question was who was go- 
ing to rule the Pacific, because whoever 
ruled the Pacific one day would rule the 
Indian Ocean and the Atlantic the next, 
He saw with regret that no preparation 
on our part had been begun to strengthen 
our power of construction and = main- 
tenance in the Pacific. 


With regard to the nucleus crews, 
he had understood his hon. friend 
to say that unless we had sold these 
ships and expunged a large part of 
what were called the llama class, 
we could not have the nucleus crews. He 
understood that that was the root 
of the nucleus - crew system, and_ it 
therefore came to this, that there was. 
not enough personnel to keep afloat 
as the Fleet was then. Another reason 
the hon. Gentieman gave was 
economy. If the barracks were full, 
if nucleus crews were wanted, why were 
they not taken from the barracks ? 
The main point was that it was not 
considered by the Admiralty that these 
vessels could be useful in time of war, 


and that the money could perhaps 
be applied more usefully. That being 
so, had the Admiralty abandoned 


their policy of subsidising the mercan- 
tile marine? Vessels built for war, 
armed for war, and prepared for war, 
were sold off because they could not 
stand against armoured cruisers, whilst 
the Estimates still bore a charge of 
thousinds of pounds for — subsidies 
to certain companies in order that 
we might have a call on their ships, 
which could not stand up against the 
armoured c-uiser. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said ‘it was an old 
agreement. 
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*Sir JOHN COLOMB asked was that 
policy abandoned, and, if so, why was it 
there was such a heavy charge on the 
Estimates ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN said the agreement 
had to continue till it expired. 


*Str JOHN COLOMB said there was 
one word he would like to say with 
regard to the Colonies. Was anything 
being done to bring home to the minds 
of our fellow-subjects in Canada and 
Australia the fact that this country 
could not go on protecting the whole 
of the British interests in both lemi- 
spheres. The interest of the Colonies was 
greater in the other hemisphere than 
that of the mother country. Was any- 
thing being done to wake up those colonies 
in the Pacific with large seaboards to 
their danger, and to their duty and 
responsibility to co-operate and to share 
the burdens of preparations, so as to 
secure the Empire in war a free sea? 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said the 
last Question put by the hon. and gallant 
Member as to contributions from the 
‘olonies was certainly a live one, although 
he did not attach much importance 
to that put previously, as to who was 
going to rule the Pacific. The hon. and 
gallant Member had told them the time 
might come when we should fall out 
with the United States, but he thought 
the country was not at the present 
time in a condition of mind to regard 
such a statement with much alarm. 
They were told that a new policy was 
being pursued now, and the retort could 
be made that so long as they continued 
to pursue the old policy money was, 
on the admission of the Admiralty to-day, 
being wasted. Some of them belonged 
to the school of economy, but they all, 
he hoped, worked harmoniously as _re- 
garded the naval programme. They 
accepted the new ideas of the Admiralty, 
and, as far as he had been able to give 
them consideration, he believed they 
would be advantageous, leading not 
only to the saving of money but 
to increased efficiency. 

He commented upon the inconsistency 
of the Admiralty in the fact that whereas 
last year they spoke of the necessity of 
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sending ships to private yards for repair, 
this year they said the necessity no longer 
remained; that the first business of the 
Royal Dockyards was to keep the Fleet in 
repair, and that they had a magnificent 
asset in the private vards, where new 
construction could certainly be as cheaply 
executed as in the Royal Dockyards. 
The hon. Member disputed this con- 
tention. He pointed out that a dis- 
tinguished First Lord of the Admiralty 


| in the past, the noble Lord the Member 


| 
| 
| 


| 





for Ealing, said it had never been shown 
that construction could be carried on 
more cheaply in private yards than in 
Government establishments, and that 
the existing Director of Dockvards, in the 
course of an interesting speech recently, 
repudiated altogether the suggestion 
that ships built in Government yard: 
were more expensive than those built in 
private yards. All the figures that 
appeared with regard to this matter in 
the official publications were founded on 
the estimated cost, but that was no guide. 
What they wanted to know was the 
actual cost, and that could only be 
ascertained when the ship had been built 
and paid for. He had the prices of the 
ships of one class, the “Duncan” class. 
some of which were built in Government, 
and some in private dockyards, and he 
found from them that in the case of the 
** Montagu” which was built at Devon- 
port, the estimate was £46,000 more than 
that ship actually cost, the actual amount 
being £979,530; whereas the “ Corn- 
wallis,” built in a private vard, cost 
£1,029,000, or £46,000 more than the 
estimate. That was the case all through. 
In the Government dockyards the 
vessels were produced at less than the 
estimate, whilst in private yards the 
estimates were always exceeded. He 
contended that construction was not 
more cheap in private yards than in 
Government yards, and asked the hon. 
Gertleman to consent to a Return being 
made of all the ships built during the last 
ten years, with the actual cost and the 
estimated cost. 


Mr. PRETYMAN 


objection. 


said he saw no 


Mr. KEARLEY said he also thought 
the hon. Gentleman had made a mistake 
T 
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et 


as to the time expended in building. He 


(Mr. Kearlev) contended that the rate | 


of construction was more expeditious 
in the Royal than in the private dock- 
yards. 


This brought him to the effect this 
policy had produced upon the various 


dockyards, pot merely in Devonport | 
but in other parts of the country. Of) 


course a large number of discharges had 
been necessitated in consequence of a 
reduction in the Navy Estimates. Nobody 
could argue that if there was a reduction 
of expenditure the personnel could be 
maintained at its former high standard. 
They were entitled to ask that some 
consideration should be shown to the 
circumstances in which these employees 
now found themselves. He emphasised 
this by a local reference. Plymouth, 
he said, brought forward a scheme for the 
development of the mercantile interest 
of the Catwater, and it would have been 
of the greatest possible benefit, but the 
Admiralty killed it, refusing to give it 
recognition, and the scheme was aban- 
doned. These people were dependent 
upon Government employment, which 
was the only employmert available in 
the neighbourhood, and the methods 
which had been adopted lately in regard 
to the discharging of the men was con- 
trary to a definite pledge given by the 
Secretary to the Admiralty in the House, 
and they were very hard and _ harsh. 
The hon. Gentleman gave an absolute 
pledge that the situation should be eased 
as much as possible by limiting the 
number of weekly discharges to twenty- 
five. To his surprise the number of dis- 
charges had gone on increasing every 
week, and last week it reached ninety- 
two. What was to become of those 
workmen who had been in the employ 
of the Government for twelve or four- 
teen years? Did the Government con- 
template with satisfaction the fact that 
they were emigrating? No less than 
forty-three went last week to the United 
States. It appeared that the Admiralty 
had a very proper contract with appren- 
tices under which they were guaranteed 
two years work at the end of their 
apprenticeship. Nobody would object 
to that. To ensure the fulfilment of 


that contract very harsh methods had 
been adopted. Some of the gangs of, 


Mr. Kearley, 
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men were highly specialised on sccount 
of their skill. Naturally these men 
were entrusted with the education and 
instruction of the apprentices. Under 
'a recent order matured experienced 
'workmen had to go in order to fulfil 
this contract with the apprentices. He 
hoped the Secretary to the Admiralty 
would inquire whether some improve- 
ment could not be immediately made in 
|regard to the method of discharging 
| these men. He also hoped that this 
| policy of taking away work from the 


| Government dockyards would not be 
| persisted in. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Portsmouth) 
said he associated himself with what the 
hon. Member for Devonport had said in 
regard to the Government dockyards. 
He was afraid it would not be much use 
detaining the Committee with an appeal 
upon this subject, because the First Lord 





of the Admiralty had recently received a 
deputation on the subject and had been 
good enough to hear the views on this 
question, therefore it would not perhaps 
be fair to repeat what was said upon that 
occasion. He could not help, however, 
taking this opportunity of pointing out 
what a very serious matter this was, 
because steps had been taken which 
amounted to a public calamity in a place 
like Portsmouth. In Portsmouth there 
were no flourishing industries, and, rightly 
or wrongly, the inhabitants considered 
that it was partly due to the Admiralty 
that they were limited in their oppor- 
tunities of developing their localresources, 
The workers in the dockyards formed a 
considerable proportion of the population, 
and when they were out of work it put 
them into a very grave position because 
they had very limited alternatives and 
very few resources to fall back upon. 
The situation was made rather worse by 
the fact that of late years the present Secre- 
tary of State for War on more than one 
occasion had stated that there was no 
prospect of this falling off of work. He 
did not blame the right hon. Gentleman 
for saying that, but it had turned out to 
be a false security and it had come all 
the more as a shock to those who had to 
suffer. He knew that the answer of the 
Admiralty was that they were only re- 
sponsible for the administration of the 
naval policy and for the expenditure of 
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public money, and if a policy was ap- 
proved by Parliament which necessitated 
a reduction of work in the Government 
dockyards they had no alternative but 
to reduce the number of those employed. 
If it was decided to do this from motives 
of economy the Government would not 
be justified in the circumstances in con- 
sidering the claims of any particular town. 
From a public point of view that was so, 
but this policy fell with singular hard- 
ship on towns like Portsmouth. He 
wished to make a protest against this, 
because the Board of Admiralty had 
gone on increasing employment in 
Portsmouth dockyard and had held out 
hopes that such employment would 
continue, and now, unfortunately, they 
found themselves in 
having to reduce the 
persons employed. It would surely have 
been wiser to have kept employment 
there as far as possible in such modera- 
tion that the probability would have 
been in the direction of increasing 
instead of reducing it. This was also 
an argument for making the establish- 
ments of those dockyards as far as 
possible permanent in the sense that 
they should have more men on _ the 


establishment and fewer hired men. 
It was the large number of _ hired 


men who were likely to suffer at a time 
like this. 


He should be glad if his hon. friend the | 


Secretary to the Admiralty would sav 


exactly what was the policy with regard | 


to pensioners in the dockyards. He did 
not say that the policy now being adopted 
was wrong, because he did not quite 
understand what it was, but it seemed 
rather curious that the Government 
were dismissing their pensioners whilst 
private firms were being urged to employ 
them. He also wished to know why the 
Metropolitan Police were employed in the 
Government dockyards, because he should 
have thought it would have been more 
economical to do without them. Perhaps 
the Secretary to the Admiralty could 
also tell them what was happening in 
regard to Wei-hai-Wei, where he noticed 
that this year there was a small increase 
in the expenditure. As to the question 
cf boilers, he did not know whether 
the Secretary to the Admiralty would 
think it wise or necessary to tell the 
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Committee what was the intention of the 
Admiralty in future. He himself was 
of opinion that the Belleville boilers 
were the best. If the figures which he 
had were correct, it appeared that on 
the trials the consumption of coal was 
less on vessels fitted with the Belleville 
boilers than on those fitted with the 
Babcock and Yarrow boilers. With the 
Belleville boilers it was 1:95 Ibs. per 
1 h.p. per hour; with the Babcock 
boilers 2°02 Ibs., and the Yarrow boilers 
2-04 Ibs. This, supposing ships to 
steam at 10,000 h.p. for a week, meant 
a saving of 84 tons of coal with a Belleville 
—a matter of the utmost importance. 
The real point, however, was that 
whereas Bellevilles, if damaged in action, 
could be easily repaired by screwing 
in new tubes, the Babcock and Yarrow 
boilers could not, but had practically 
to be taken to pieces in a dockyard. 
It was a great advantage to have ships 
fitted with boilers which, in the event 
of a breakdown, could be easily repaired. 





| Referring to the policy of striking ships 
| off the active list he said that manv of 
those who had not the advantage of expert 
advice were inclined to hesitate in express- 
ing an Opinion as to whether this was a 
wise policv. There were some ships which 
he imagined were still of some use and 
| could be utilised for certain purposes in 
|time of war. He had recently seen a 
number of ships lying off Spithead, and he 
confessed that they did not make a very 
glorious show. One was more inclined 
| to think that they were fit for the scrap- 
neap. When he compared the ships 
which had been struck off the list this 
year to similar ships in foreign navies 
he thought some reason should be stated 
for the action of the Admiralty in this 
connection. He instanced the “Arethusa” 
as having been struck off our list while 
French, German, Italian, and Japanese 
ships, similar in size, speed, tonnage, and 
guns were retained in the active lists. 
He always thought it important on these 
occasions to elicit as much information 
as possible, because there was a tendency 
now-a-days to trust to the Press for nava! 
news. A great portion of the Press 
catered for the hysterical public, and 
therefore these papers continued to wash 


| 
\ 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





our dirty linen in public, quite regardless 


| whether our linen wanted washing or not. 
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He had sometimes seen statements about 
the Navy in the Press which were calcu- 
lated to cause a very unpleasant im- 
pression at home, and an entirely errone- 
ous impression abroad, and if they could 
get these allegations confirmed o1 refuted 
it would be satisfactory, and therefore 
he was sure that his hon. friend would 
not complain that these Questions were 
either unnecessary or irrelevant. He 
had seen it stated in a naval paper that 
the nucleus crews who were lately sent 
out for trial gave unsatisfactory results. 
It was stated that they were inefficient. 
It would be satisfactory if the hon. 
Gentleman would state what he knew 
about this matter. He ended, as he 
began, by making as strong an appeal as 
a representative ot a dockyard town could 
do to the Admiralty not to undo what 
had been done, for it was too late to ask 
that, but to make every effort to avoid 
the recurrence of the hardship to work- 
people which recent changes had in- 
volved. 


Nay 


Mr. PHILIPPS (Pembrokeshire) 
wished to press upon the Secretary of 
the Admiralty the necessity of hesitating 
to give work to private yards in prefer- 
ence to their own yards. Very severe 
hardship had been occasioned by the 
dismissals that had been going on. They 
disorganised the labour market in a wide 
district and caused trouble to other 
classes as well. He did not intend to 
deplore the fact that the Government 
were able to make a reduction in the 
Shipbuilding Vote. He thought they 
should all rejoice at it, and that thereby 
the Admiralty were doing their best to 
assist in the peace of the world. He did 
fee] strongly that when the Government 
took men into their employ they should. 
whenever they had work to do, give it 
to the towns where there were dockyards 
and not to private yards which could get 
plenty of work from other people. Pro- 
bably when the present war between 
Russia and Japan was over both these 
nations would give out fresh orders 
which would come to vards in _ this 
country. Ifthe orders went to Germany 
other orders which would have gone to 
Germany would come here. It was not 
at all likely that private yards would 
suffer from want of work for many years 
to come. Pembroke was a little town 
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almost absolutely dependent on Govern- 
ment work, and burdens had been put on 


it by the Government. The _ local 
authority had been absolutely forced to 
provide an expensive water supply 


which would have been absolutely un- 
necessary but for the existence of the 
Government dockyard. He associated 
himself with the hon. Members who 
had asked the Government to do all they 
possibly could to provide employment 
for the people in their own dockyards. 


*Mr. DUKE (Plymouth) said he did 
not think that anyone who knew the dock- 
vard towns would dispute that the 
Government dockyard administration 
had been characterised in connection 
with recent discharges by want of method 
and forethought. No private employer 
who had great establishments such as 
those the Admiralty had, would have felt 
himself morally justified in treating 
the people under his control in the 
manner that the Admiralty had treated 
the dockyard population. He failed to 
comprehend the meaning of such an 
absolute breach of the understanding 
that was arrived at when this question 
was before the House two or three months 
ago. They were then assured that there 
would be a regular and moderate dis- 
charge until the necessity for the dis- 
charges—which they all recognised—had 
been satisfied. No one representing a 
dockyard constituency could expect the 
affairs of this country to be regulated 
solely in the dockyard interests, but the 
dockyard communities were entitled to 
expect that the Admiralty would behave 
with the same consideration that was 
expected from private employers. At 
the present time a state of panic was 
being createdamong thedockyard popula- 
tion. There wererecentdischarges—which 
must have been perfectly well foreseen— 
of men of good character and skill, and 
who had been a long time in the dock- 
yard, at a week’s notice to make room 
for a great batch of apprentices, who 
had completed their service as appren- 
tices, and at the same time new 
apprentices had been taken on to the ex- 
tent of between 125 or 150. No doubt it 
was necessary under the old system that 
a great batch of apprentices should be 
periodically taken on, but while the 
Admiralty was carrying out this new 
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policy of wholesale discharges it was at | 
the same time continuing the old policy of | 
taking on new apprentices by wholesale. 
Men were being displaced without any 
possibility of finding employment in the | 


Navy 





West of England, or even in this | 
country. | 
} 

The community, part of which he | 


represented, wanted to know the meaning 
of what was being done, and how far it 
was to go. He submitted that such a 
community was entitled to know what | 
the department of the Admiralty which 
controlled the dockvards had in view. 
What would be the extent of the dis- | 
charges? By what instalments would 
they be carried out, and what would 
be the strength of the establishment | 
when they ceased? He did not lose | 
sight of the fact that at Devonport, | 
at the present time, twice as many 
men were employed as were there under 
the old administration, but it was no 
satisfaction to the great body of people 
gathered together there, to be told that 
they were twice as many as the numbers 
of ten or twelve years ago, and to live 
in the daily expectation of the increasing 
batehes of discharges, which destroved 
the ordinary balance of civil life in 
the community. There was no sort 
of intimation as to how far the discharges 
were to go and what was to be the end 
of it. Great alarm was accordingly 
caused, and he therefore hoped his 
hon. friend would state to what extent 
the discharges were to go. The re- 
sponsibility rested upon the Admiralty, 
1s it rested upon all emplovers, of having 
consideration to the population they 
gathered together. 


This business had been complicated 
—almost wantonly complicated—by the 
circulation of statements which pur- 
ported to show that the Government 
were embarking on a policy not only 
of reducing the establishment but also 
of reducing the class of employment in 


the dockvards. Had the Government 
any intention of that sort! The 
Government had spent £4,000.00 or 


£5,000,030 ;upon new dockyard works 
at Devonport. Was it intended to | 
use the docks, and slips, and basins | 
there? It was rumoured that this | 
expenditure was a great mistake, and | 
that the Government might cease to | 
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use their dockyards for the construction 
of new ships. Having regard to the 
fact that the Government had spent 
millions on the dockyards, which had 
been a great source of security in 
time of war, and of efficiency . in 
time of peace, and that the Govern- 
ment had restricted the development 
of dockyard towns in other directions, 
it was a matter of importance to have 
some definite information as to their in- 
tentions. The community which he 


| represented viewed with great concern the 


want of method in the course which 
the Admiralty had taken, and the 
absence of a clear statement of settled 


policy. If that state of things continued 
much longer the doubt would arise 


whether some reformer from the War 
Office had not strayed into the Admiralty. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire,  E.) 
said that he had intended to say some- 
thing in behalf of economy, but he was 
bound to say, in fai ness, that the 
tendency of recent speeches, on both 
sides of the House, was not in the direc- 
tion of economy. He quite svmpathised 
with those who expressed the feeling of 
the men who were under discharge. 
But, on behalf of the general taxpayers 
of the country, he would put in a single 
word that the administrative powers at 
the Admiralty should do their work 
efficiently and with economy. The 
Secretary to the Admiralty had, in his 
speech, used a phrase which he had 
emploved before, about the necessity of 
a wide horizon; but that dav he coupled 
it with the saving that he wanted to have 
a wide horizon and full information. 
What the Committee wanted was to get 
some fuller information as to the policy 
and the details of the new administration 
at the Admiralty. He joined with his hon. 
friends in protesting at the way in which 
this new Admiralty scheme was laid 
before the country in November last, 
and the way in which it had been put 
betore the country since. He objected 
to the ecstatic and extravagant language 
used by the Prime Minister in his speech 
He thought 
that language was not substantiated 
by the hon. Gentleman who represented 
the Admiralty. But it was used in 
almost exactly the same form by the 
Leader of the (tovernment in the House 
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of Lords. The Government 
for themselves that by this new scheme, 
published on November 7th, they were 
introducing a new reform ot a_wide- 
reaching character which was to ertail, 
as one of its consequences, a large and 
permanent reduction in the expenditure 
on the Navy. He ventured to say 
that. in so far as he had been able to 
examine into the matter, he questioned 
whether there would really be any real 
reduction in the expenditure on the Navy 
of a permanent character. 

Earlier in the session the Secretary 
to the Admiralty spoke of the number 
of ships which had been knocked oft the 
effective list, or what was also called 
the fighting line. They had some 
reason to complain that in the Prime 
Minister’s speech at Glasgow, in other 
speeches, and in Lord Selborne’s Memo- 
randum, great point was made of 
striking out a large number of ships from 
the fighting line, and that a great variety 
of figures had been given. They were 
told that the number of ships so 
struck off was 130, then 117, then 60, 
then 88, and then 72. The effect of that 
great variety of figures again showed 
how unsubstantial was the real founda- 
tion tor the plea put forward that this 
measure was great and far-reaching. 
If the Admiralty really believed that 
this striking off of ships from the eftec- 
tive list was a novel and far-reaching re- 
form, it was their duty to lay before the 
House of Commons the details of the 
ships, in their various categories, struck 
off from the effective list. But that was 
what thev did not do. When the hon. 
Member for Dundee asked for a Return, 
and when a Return was given and they 
compleined that that Return was not 
complete, the hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty turned round and 
sud that the Admiralty gave the Return 
asked for, That was not fair. If this 
scheme was brought forward on the re- 
sponsibilitv of the Government, and if 
they took credit for it in the country and 
in the House, they ought to see that the 
House was fully informed on the subject. 
He could understand the striking off of 
the intermediate or llama class of compa- 
ratively small fighting power. He might 
say in passing that the list purposed to 


be the same as in the Dockyard Expense | 
‘ 
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cluded in that account which were not in- 
cluded in the Return in the White Paper. 
The House and those who heard or read 
the Prime Minister’s speech at Glasgow, 
undoubtedly understood, when the right 
hon. Gentleman spoke of the “ courageous 
stroke of the pen,” that they were to 
remove from the eifective list of the ships 
of the Navy those which were no longer 
of use for the purposes of war. But 
they did not expect to find in this long 
list a number of antiquated ships, coal 
hulks, and a variety of vessels which had 
already been condemned in ordinary 
course to go to the scrap-heap. — In 
class 2 A, ships available for the pur- 
poses of war, there were no less than 


seven which the hon. Gentleman 


/ himself, in answer to a Question put 


to him on March 13th, characterised 
as ships unsuited for service and 
which had been ordered to be sold. 
These ships were in two different 


categories and there ought to be a clear 
statement on the subject in order that 
the Committee might know where the 


stood. 


dis- 


Two points were raised in the 
wise 


cussion. One was whether it was 
to suddenly give the Admiralty such 
a free hand to cut out such a numbei 
of third-class cruisers. His own opinion 
on the subject would be of small value ; 
but there was considerable difference 
of opinion both inside and outside the 
House among those whose opinion was 
of value. In adopting that policy the 
Admiralty were running counter to the 
policy of France, of Germany, and ot 
Japan and other Powers who retained 
on their active lists vessels not on the 
active list of this country. Only a few 
years ago money was being spent on 
these very ships: and the Committee 
ought to be given some further infor- 
mation as to the ground on which the 
decision of the Admiralty was arrived 
at. Then there was the question of the 
middle class-—I. B. The Secretary to 
the Admiralty did not give any reason 
for including the ships which were put 
into that class. They were supposed 
to be still possibly available for com- 
batant purposes in time of war; yet 
they were sent to the Forth and the 











585 


Navy 


{29 June 1905} 


Estimates, 1905-6. 585 


Tyne, and put into the hands of care- | With regard to the Question of the hon. 


where 
deteriorate. 


takers, 
would 


The Secretary to 


the Admiralty stated in March last that | 


they could be put into an effective state 
of repair in three months. This policy | 
was quite inconsistent with the policy 
enunciated in Lord Selborne’s Memo- 


randum, and would not result in dimin- | 


ishing the number of men if nucleus 
crews were retained. He ventured 
to state that this scheme did 
point to any permanent economy. 
Secretary to the Admiralty did not 
answer the Question of his hon. friend 
the Member tor Dundee, who asked 
what number of men would be made 
available for the ships in class I. B. 
Surely that was a Question which should 
be answered. The figures in the White 
Paper did not answer that Question, 
because they were only an_ estimate 
of the number that might be required 
under certain conditions. 


As regarded construction and repairs, it 
was impossible not to see that the new 
programme this year did not represent 
what would be the permanent average in 
future years. Only one battleship was in- 
cluded this year, and it was obvious 
that the programme was an exceptional 
one. He agreed with the Secretary to 
the Admiralty that it would be impru- 
dent to give the character 
ships; but he might tell the Committee 
something regarding their cost. They 
were informed by his hon. friend the 
Member for Dundee and other hon. 
Members that the new armoured cruisers 
were to be of a new and more powerful 
type. That would in all probability 
mean increised cost; and he should 
like to know what the expenditure on 
these cruisers would probably be. The 
House of Commons would not properly 
discharge its duty unless it pressed Min- 
isters forinformation on these subjects. 
They did not want to interfere with the 
Admiralty regarding the character of the 
ships; but they should be informed re- 
garding the general lines of policy, and 


particularly in reference to the financial | 
Then 4s | 


policy that would be adopted. 
to repairs, the figures were again excep- 
tional. They were not, however, put be- 
fore the House of Commons or the Pub- 
lic Accounts Committee as_exceptional. 


not | 


The | 


of the new | 


| the 


it was admitted they | Member for Dundee, what Answer was 


there to that? The hon. Gentleman 
had quoted authority on this subject 
/as to the capital value of the Navy at 
| the present moment, and as to w hat had 
| been the annual amount in past years re- 


/ quired for repairs. That amount was 
something like £4,000,000 per annum. 


This year it was a little over £2,000,000, 
and vet our Fleet was still growing in 


numbers and cost. How could they 
possibly say, therefore, that an annual 
expenditure of £2,000,000 wovld be 


| sufficient both this year and in the future 


for repairs, when in the past it had 
averaged £4,000,000 2? They were entitled 
to have some information on this point. 
His last Question to the hon. Gentleman 
was, could he now tell the Committee 
what he was going to spend in the com- 
ing year on naval works so that the 
Committee might know what the total 
amount was that we were spending on our 
naval policy? The information had 
hitherto been given at an earlier date 
and they were, he submitted, entitled 
to have it now, as this was the last 
opportunity they woull have for dis- 
cussing the general naval expenditure. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said this Vote dictated the amount and 
importance of every other Vote in the 
Naval Estimates, and it disclosed to a 
large extent the naval policy adopted by 
Government. He agreed that the 
disquiet in the public mind arose not so 
much from the change in naval policy 
as from the indication of what appeared 
to be an entire breach of continuity 
adopted with extraordinary suddenness 
and without full consideration. The 
Board of Admiralty was a very strange 
body, and in the past had resisted every- 
thing in the way of progress. It resisted 
steam; it resisted the screw; it 
‘resisted the adopton of breach-load- 
'ing guns; and it resisted new pattern 
boilers. It always gave way in the end 
‘and then usually launched into violent 
‘change and very large expenditure. In 
this instance of the who'esale condemni- 
tion of ships, the change in the Admiralty 
/ seemed not only sudden but intemperate. 
| By many persons the change had been 
| attributed to the influence of the First 
Sea Lord, who, indeed, if he read aright 
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the definition of his duties, seemed to 
have superseded and destroved the Board 
of Admiralty itself. He did not question 
the principle that the Navy should consist 
of efficient ships; the principle was sound 
but it had been carried so far, and 
adopted so suddenly, that it was to be 
feared that efficient ships had _ been 
‘scrapped’ with non-efficients, and 
that there had been too much saddenness 
and thoroughness in the adoption of this 
policy. Some information was required 
as to the operation of the principle in 
regard to steamship subsidies. The 
Admiralty themselves might have noticed 
that as to these there were ships for which 
they still paid a large sum of money; 
he alluded to the Cunarders, which ought 
to be “scrapped” with the others. We 
financed the Cunard Company to the ex- 
tent of £6,000,000 or £7,000,000 for liners 
and subsidies, and he was convinced that 
the idea which led the Government to 
adopt this policy was a mistaken one, 
and that if the Government had had the 
same control of these ships as they had 
of their own they, too, would have gone 
to the scrap-heap. 


Naval construction depended largely 
on the general policy of the country, 
because this being a naval nation any 
policev which had to be carried out must 
be carried out by the Navy. There were 
evidences that a change had come over 
that policy. For centuries it had been 
the maintenance of a strong Navy for the 
protection of our trade and of our Colonies 
for the sake of trade. All our great wars, 
from those of Marlborough to those of 
Napoleon, were fought for no other cause 
than the protection of our trade. But 
it now almost seemed that our notion 
was to fight not for trade but for con- 
quest. If that was so, no bounds could 
be put to ovr expenditure. For the 
conqueror, however modestly he began, 
always at last sought universal conquest. 
That was true of every conqueror from 
Cryus to Napoleon. There was at anyrate 
a great change in naval strategical dis- 
positions, which seemed to imply much. 
By the practical abandonment of stations 
in the North Atlantic and the Pacific he 
surmised that the Government were rely- 
ing upon a good understanding with the 
United States and upon our alliance with 
Japan, and he would not say they were 
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wrong, and certainly he could not com- 
plain of steps taken to strengthen our 
position in the North Sea; it was the 
immediate point to which the naval eye 
should be directed and we might, at no 
distant time, have to fight there for an 
ally. With regard to the character 
of our ships the lessons of history taught 
that fighting at sea must be determined 
by line-of-battle ships—that was to say, 
the strongest and stoutest ships that 
could hit the hardest and take the hardest 
hitting themselves that the wit of man 
could devise. That was the ship which 
in the past and in the present determined 
the battle and which would determine 
it in time to come. Ships and guns were 
the important things, and yet it seemed 
to him that the Admiralty were always 
going mad over something else. Every 
dav the possibility of using che ram was 
diminished, because the distance at 
whichan action was begun would be greatly 
increased, yet this useless weapon was 
fitted to every new ship by the Admir- 
alty. He hoped that the ram, which 
experience had proved was a danger 
to our own vessels, would be abolished. 
Torpedo boat destroyers might be of con- 
siderable use, but they had great limita- 
tions. The conditions were extremely 
favourable for them in the battle of 
Tsu-shima, but we did not know whether 
they were of much use to the Japanese. 
The battleships practically decided the 
action. They were told that when the 
Japanese had their enemy beaten, and not 
till then, they let loose their torpedo 
craft to destroy the enemy’s ships. If 
Admiral Togo did that he ventured to 
think that that was one point upon which 
criticism might be directed against him, 
because when once he had got the enemy 
beaten his object should have been rather 
to capture the enemy’s ships than to 
destroy them. Such a course gave the victor 
a double advantage ; in the first place it 
gave him a large number of officers and 
men for the purposes of exchange, and 
secondly it gave him the ships, and if it 
turned out that Admiral Togo did take 
the course which it was said he did, then 
it might have to be held that even that 
great captain had been guilty of an error 
of judgment. 


He thought the Admiralty had made a 
serious mistake in largely increasing the 
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number of submarines. They were{| whether the Admiralty’s steam fish 
engines which had to be used in conditions | would be really serviceable for naval 
that made their effective action most | purposes. Anyone accustomed to go 
difficult, and they were dangerous to | under water or who had gone down in a 
those who used them. Moreover, they | diving bell knew how difficult it was te 
were the weapons of a Power on the de- | see any great distance under water, and 
fensive, and their sphere of action was! he entirely concurred i in thinking that the 
far more limited than the other torpedo | Admiralty had made a great mistake in 
destroyers. When once submerged they multiplying the number of submarines 
were in the most difficult position in| without having more knowledge and 
which a vessel could be, in a perpetual | experience as to their utility. Had the 
fog, and when they put up their | Admiralty any definite and positive 
periscopes could only see a very little | information thatthe submarine had been 
way. They could not be used at night. | of any practical utility in actual 
They could not be used at any distance | warfare? Did they know whether it had 
from their own port. In short, they | been employed to any purpose in the 
could scarce be used at all for pur- | war between Russia and Japan? If 
poses of attack, and he hoped we should | they had no such information, why dil 
never be in the position of using them for | they go on building these craft? They 
defence. What was said by a great man } were told that nearly a million had already 
300 vears ago was true to-day, “that he | been spent on them. That was a large 
who would be master at sea must always | sum to spend for merely experimental 
attack,” and he hoped we should always | purposes, and he hoped ‘the Admiralty 
attack and never be in that position in| would not go on experimenting until 
which the submarine was of any consider- | they had better evidence than, so far as 
able use. It was the weapon of the people | he knew. thev now possessed that the 
that we should attack. Under those | submarin» would be of any use whatever 
circumstances it was perhaps reasonable | in actual warfare. i 

that we should have a few of these ships 
to see what would be the best way of | Mp. PRETYMAN said that in listen- 
dealing with them. He could approve of | ing to the criticism of the Admiralty by 
our having five or six, but when he found | the hon. Member for King’s Lynn, “and 
that there were already twenty-eight |to the advice he gave, he was rather 
in existence, and that ten others were | encouraged by the fact that the Admiralty 
to be added to that number, he thought | were criticised in good company, because 
the Admiralty was making a great mis- | when the hon. Member came to find fault 
take and pursuing an altoget] ier false with Admiral Togo, the criticism rather 
policy. His own view was that the gyggested that if the management of 
submarine was not our weapon, and that | gfairs in the Japan Se. had been in other 
in the second place it was a dangerous | hands the result might have been even 
weapon to those who used it. It was more satisfactory. He thought the Ad- 
very doubtful whether it would be of | miralty need not accept all the criticism 
any use in war, either for defence or | of the hon. Member for King’s Lynn as 
offence, and he regretted that our sailors, | pecessarily more valuable than that cf 
who should be afloat in ships, should be | British officers. 

put into these horrible engines. He | 

doubted whether they could ever be) Some very weighty words had fallen 
developed in such a way as to make them | from the right hon. Baronet below 
safe, and he objected to the large ex- | the gangway, who was a keen student 
penditure that was being made upon} on all naval matters. He had not a 
them. word of complaint to make of the matter 


or the form of these criticisms. H> 
*Q ade) " ee ; | 
Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee) said a could fully understand that changes 


submarine was really a mechanical fish, | such as had been made this year might 
with this difference, that they could not | pear the impression of being rather 
put into it the eyes of a fish to show where | .ydden. Whenever changes did come 

1 _ * Selina <a Z 
it was going. The periscope was a most especially in naval affairs, which had not 
ineffective instrument, und he doubted | been preceded by exposition, it naturally 
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followed that those who had not 
studied the subject deeply did think 
them rather more sudden than they 
appeared to those who were in the sphere 
of the Admiralty work. and had fsllowed 
up all the stages by which those changes 
had been brovght about. He thoroughly 
agreed with the right hon. Baronet as to 
the value of continuity ot policy; but 
they must not attach too much value to 
that factor. especially in view of the 
rapid changes in naval affairs in the past 
two or three vears, not only in the matter 
of cons ruction. as, for instance, in the 
introduct'on of submarines, but also in 
the fact that, for the first time for a very 
long period oi years, we had some real 
results to go by of a conflict in which 
modern ships of equal value had been 
pitted against each other. It was 
obviously undesirabie to discuss tiat 
branch of the subject on the flior of the 
House: but he could assure the right 
hon. Baronet and the Committee that 
many of the changes which had been 
discussed that afternoon were mainly, 
if not wholly. due to the lessons they 
were endeavouring to learn from what 
had occurred in actual! practice in the Far 
Kast. He cou'd thoroughly understand 
that when changes. such as these which 
had been in‘roduced, were brvught before 
the public for the first time they were likely 
to strike people who Were not in the inner 
circle of the Admiralty as rather more 
sudden and flashy than they really were. 

Then the right hon Baronet suggested 
—-and he thoroughly agreed with him— 
that it ought not to be the policy of the 
British Admiralty to follow other nations, 
but that we ought tolead. Other speakers 
who followed apparently criticised this 
policy of the Admiralty on the ground 
that we were rot following the practice 
of other nations. They had been told 
that we ought not to have discarded 
certain third-class cruisers, because 
other nations were keeping that class 
and were building similar ships. He 
claimed that the Admiralty had not 
followed but had led other nations, except 
‘none poirt, and that was in respect to 
the size of our armaments. Our naval 
policy was not one of embarking in large 
schemes of construction which were not 
necessitated by the schemes of foreign 
Powers. 


Mr. Pretyman, 


{COMMONS} 
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The hon. Gentleman opposite had 
referred to a subject of great import- 
ance, that of submarines, and to the 
unforiunate accidents which had hap- 
pened to three of that class of boats. 
He thought it would be recognised that 
when the actual character of what had 
occurred in those accidents was known, it 
would be perfectly clear that they were 
rot due to anv defect in the submarines 
themselves. The fact was that, in so far 
as Our eXperience went, the submarine 
was no more liable to accident than any 
other class of vessel. But when accidents 
did occur the eonsequences were infinitely 
more disastrous, and that showed that 
special precautions ought to be taken to 
avoid accidents. In these accidents men 
had been sacrificed whose services the 
country could ill afford to lose. They 
had gladly laid down their lives for their 
country just as much as those who had 
fallenin action. That was a risk which 
they had gladly taken—and the Ad- 
miralty recognised that devotion to 
patriotic duty—but others had come 
forward, ready and willing to take the 
same risk to-morrow. He could assure 
the Committee that the effect of these 
accidents had not been to decrease the 
number of those sailors, engineers, and 
stokers who were willing to volunteer 
for this service. That only increased 
the responsibility of the Admiralty. 
They accepted that responsibility, The 
submarine was the weapon of the weaker 
Power, but we were bound to answer 
these weaker Powers and build sub- 
marines. ‘The Admiralty and the Navy 
were of opinion that the only answer to 
the submarine was the submarine. Ii 
would have been well for this country if 
the submarine had never been invented. 
The Admiralty wovld have been truly 
thankful if no such thing as a submarine 
had been invented; but, having been 
invented, and having come into actua' 
operation, and the Admiralty having 
satisfied themselves that it was a force 
to be reckoned with, surely they would 
be guilty of something worse than 
negligence if they did not make the 
only reply that could be made. The 
Admiralty did not originate the policy 
of submarines. It was originated by 
what he hoped he might call without 
offence weaker Powers, and we had 
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followed the submarine with the sub- 
marine. The Admiralty were convinced 
that the submuirine was a necessary 
adjunct of modern naval warfare, and 
that in this, as in other matters, they 
were obliged to take the lead. Al- 
though the French submarines’ were 
more numerous than ours, he did not 
think that even a Frenchman would 
suggest that they were better or more 
eficient. As a matter of fact, in regard 
to speed and in other particulars, he 
thougit he might safely say that our 
submarines were much more efficient. 


CHARLES DILKE asked for 
information with regard to the defence 
of Bantry and Berehaven. 


¥SIR 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that by sub- 
marines a question of principle was 
involved. The right hon. Member for 
Yarmouth appeared to consider that 
the submarine might under certain cir- 
cumstances be used for offence against 
land defence. He did not know where 
that idea originated ; certainly not at the 
Admiralty. With regard to the defence 
of ports, that defence involved the de- 
struction of any vessels that attempted 
to attack them, and that destruction 
shoul! be carried out as far from the 
ports as possible. It was natural to 
think that for the defence of a port there 
should be a smaller submarine. and a 
larger one for work outsice. But that 
view reminded him of the mai with two 
cats, a big cat and a little one, for whose 
exit he made both a big and a litt!e hole. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE sa‘d he had 
no opinion on the point himself; he had 
called attention to the fact that it was 
the universally accepted French view, 
and was adopted by Admiral Fournier 
when he took the chair the other day at 
Cherbourg at a lecture on the submirine. 


Mr. PRETYMAN sald he had merely 
stated the conclusion the Admiralty had 
arrived at. It was possible that other 
authorities took a different view, and 
the authority of the French Admira'ty 
was a high one. The view of the British 
Admiralty, however, was that the larger 
submarine could do all the work of 
the smaller one, and more _ besides. 
With rega.d to the replacing by sub- 
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/marines of what had been known as 
submarine mine defence, after careful 
consileration, not only by the Navy. 
but the Army and the Committee of 
Defence also, it was decided that 
und+-r modern conditions the policy of 
stationary mine defence was the wrong 
policy for this country. It had, there- 
fore, been decided to abolish submarine 
mine defence both in the naval and 
mercantile ports; and that defence would 
be replaced mainly and primarily by gun 
power, and also, as far as was necessary. 
as fast as vessels were aviilable, and the 
conditions were suitable, by submarines. 
It was not correct, therefore, to make the 
statement that submarine mines would be 
abandoned in order definitely and solely 
to rep'ace them by submarines. He 
assured the Committee that the Admir- 
alty were proceeding cautiously in the 
rate of construction; they had no desire 
to build one submarine more than was 
necessary, or to exp se officers and men 
of the Navy to any more risk than was 
necessary. 


With regard to what had been called the 
5 

command of the Pacific, upon which he 
need not dwell at length, the expression 
was used rather loosely. The Pacitic was 
a considerable area, and to speak of its 
mastery was a term which should hardly 
be used. Asa matter of fact we had on 
the Pacific a considerable Fleet, on the 
China Station, and on the Australian 
side, where there were ships of no incon- 
siderable value. Those were the two 
points in the Pacific where there were 
British interests which might require de- 
fence; but he could hardly think that 
it would be seriously suggested that 
beyond that it would be necessary for us 
to keep a large force on the Pacific, m 
order to attsmpt to obtain what was 
called the mastery of the Pacific. He did 
not think this country desired the mastery 
of any sea beyond this—that British 
commerce and interests should go there 
without fear or favour and have equal 
opportunity with those of other nations. 
To suggest in that House that we desired 
to obtain the mastery of the Pacific or 
any other sea might give a fa!se impres- 
sion, which he desired to remove. The 
ships we had on the China and Australian 
Stations, however, were sufficient not 
only for British trade and iterests 
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to-day, but, as far as could be foreseen, 
for a very long to-morrow. 


4Turning to the very important 
question of dockyard labour, and the 
construction and repairs as between 
dockyards and private yards, he had 
no cause for complaint in the criticisms, 
and recognised the moderation with 
which hon. Members representing 
dockyard constituencies had dealt with 
the question. He agreed with every 
word that had been said in regard to 
the unfortunate position in which the 
discharged men found themselves. It 
was perfectly true that this large army 
of labour had been collected at points 


where there was no alternative employ- | 
ment of the character the men required. | 
the | 


But that was not the fault of 


Admiralty ; the dockyards were stationed | 


on the narrow seas at a time when 
ships were built of wood, and they 
had grown gradually. 
that now-a-days the dockyards were at 
a great distance from any other centre 


where employment could be obtained. | 


It was, unfortunately, unavoidable and 
inevitable. Yet the House could not be 
asked to vote money for the Navy, not 
because that money was required for 
naval purposes, but in order to give 
employment to a special class of men, in 
the dockyards. That being recognised, 


it only remained to say that the Admir- | 


alty should do everything in their power 
to carry out the reduction, which was 
admitted to be necessary, with as little 
inconvenience and distress as possible to 
the men who unfortunately had to be 
discharged. Everything possible in that 
direction had been and was being done. 


He would point out that hon. Members 
who had carefully studied the question 
from their point of view, just as the 
Admiralty had from theirs, had not 
made any suggestion as to how this 
difficulty might be avoided. He was quite 
sure that if there were any short and easy 
mode of obviating the difficulty it would 
have been suggested. There had been 
minor suggestions. It was suggested 


that the Admiralty might carry out these 
discharges in a different manner, that 
the right sort of men were not being 
discharged, but he could assure hon. 
Members that no such action had been 
taken by the Admiralty. 


Mr. Pretyman., 


All that the 
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Admiralty had done was to regulate the 
discharges as far as they possibly could 
so as to make them gradual, to spread 
them over the best time, and so to avoid 
discharges in the winter. As to the 
particular men who were to be discharged, 
that had been left entirely in the hands, 
in each case, of theadmiral superintendent 
in the vard ; and the general principle 
adopted was that men with the least 
service were the first to be discharged. 
As between trades, obviously reference 
must be had to the requirements of 
work in the particular trade, so that of 
two men discharged in two different 
trades one might have had more service 
than the other. But the general policy 
was as he had stated. He knew that 
the admiral superintendents felt mos’ 
| deeply on the matter, knowing that many 
of the men discharged were admirable 
workmen. Still the discharges had to be 
/earried out, and it was inevitable that 
those who were discharged should feel 
that perhaps somebody else should have 
been selected. He deeply regretted the 
necessity for these discharges, and any 
Member who at any time could make a 
practical suggestion by which, without 
increasing the burden upon the taxpayers, 
those discharges could be lessened, would 
receive the careful attention of the 
Admiralty. 





Mr. DUKE asked what was the extent 
to which these discharges were going. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that that wasa 
reasonable request, but the final policy 
could not be stated until the Dockyard 
Committee, now sitting, reported, but 
the number of discharges which would be 
necessary during the present financial 
year, 1905-6, including those discharges 
already made during that year, was:— 
Portsmouth, 2.270; Chatham, 2,300; 
Devonport, 1,659 ; Sheerness, 800. That 
was as far as the calculations of the 
Admiralty enabled them to judge at 
present. 


As to construction in dockyards and 
private yards, it was perfectly clear if 
owing to the naval position of the day 
and the increased power of the individual 
units there were considerably less ships to 
be built during the year, a general reduc- 

tion must take place. The matter was 
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receiving most careful consideration hy | building more cheaply than they have in 
the Dockyard Committee ; but he would | the past. 

venture to say, so far as he could indicate 

any probable policy not yet decided upon, | Sir ELLIOTT LEES (Birkenhead) sin- 
that construction in the dockyards would | cerely trusted, as Member for a constitu- 
not cease, nor would that in the private | ency which contained a famous private 
vards cease, but there would continue to be | yard, that the Government would not 
adivision of construction, although what | accept the advice of the dockyard Mem- 
exactly that would be he could not | bers and give all the work to the dock- 
indicate until the Report of the Dockyard | vards. From the point of view of the 
(ommittee was received. As to repairs, | men employed at Government and private 
two considerations must be borne in| yards, he could not see any difference as 
mind—the very large excess of repairs | to the results of unemployment. 

owing to the repairs to boilers in the last 

two or three vears, and the effect of the | And, it being half-past Seven of the 
nucleus crews upon repairs. In each of | clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
those ships now in commission there was make his Report to the House. 

a large staff, part of whose duty was to 

keep in constant repair the ma- Committee report Progress; to sit 
chinery and interior of the ship. That | 4g#!n this evening. 

saved work in the yards and affected 
great economy to the taxpayer, whilst 
thoroughly familiarising the personnel | EVENING SITTING 
with the entire construction of the | 
machines and engines which they would | | 
have to use. ‘Therefore, they might | SUPPLY [127TH ALLorrep Day]. 
expect that the cost of repairs in the | Considered in Committee. 

future would be less. 








(In the Committee.) 

Mr. KEARLEY asked whether the | 
questi mn of cost would be taken into con- | [Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R.. 
sideration in giving construction to dock- | Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
vards and private ‘vards, | 

NAVY ESTIMATES, 1905-6, 

Mr. PRE?YMAN said that was| 1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
another point. His opinion was, ‘after| posed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 
considering the question of cost carefully, | £2,768,500, be granted to His Majesty, to 
that there was very little difference | defray the Expenses of the Personnel for 
between privite and Government vards. | | Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, etc., 
A good private yard would build at about | including the cost of Establishments of 
the same cost as Government doc kyards, | Dockyards and Naval Yards at Home 
A list of the complete -d cost of ten vessels | and Abroad, which will come in course of 
of the “County” type showed that the | payment during the year ending on the 
cheapest was the “Monmouth,” whichwas | 31st day of March, 1906.” 
built by the London and Glasgow Company | ; 
on the Clyde ; the second was the * Kent” | Sir ELLIOTT LEEKS, continuing his 

| 








built at Portsmouth; and the third the | speech, said that in his own constituency 
“ Bedford,” built by the Fairfield Yard, | there was at one time a considerable 
The most expensive cost £759,000, and | #mount of Government work in Messrs. 
was built at Pembroke, and the cheapest Baird’s yard, but when the series of battle- 
cost £684,000. ships which they were building came to 
an end there was a considerable reduction 

Mr. KEARLEY: Is it not notorious | ofhands. Hon. Members must remember 
that Pembroke has no equipment to|that, after all, all shipbuilding was 
finish the building of a ship ? specialised work. The hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary to the Admiralty had said 
Mr. PRETYMAN: No, I think Pem-| that the dockyards had all been placed in 
broke is very fair. I believe they are | districts that would not now have been 
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selected, and that men thrown out of 
work had little chance of finding other 
employment and had to be provided for, 
but the same remark applied to private 
cockyards, The only other industries 
at Birkenhead were dock-labourirg and 
slaughtering foreign cattle shipped alive 
‘o this country, and it was idle to 
suppose that if an expert man in 
the shipbuilding yard was discharged 
through dearth of employment he could | 
turn his hand at once to those other | 
occupations. It seemed to him that | 
from the workmen’s point of view there 
was no difference in the hardship of a 
man being thrown out of work whether | 
he was emploved in a Government or a 
private yard. And when hon. Members 
representing dockyard constituencies 
pointed out the hardship of these dis- 
charges from Government yards, he 
could only state that his constituents 
suffered in precisely the same way. 





The hon. Member for Plymouth 
said that the dockvards had been 
of enormous service to the country. 
That was true, but so also had/| 
the private yards. In his opinion the | 
sound policy of the Admiralty was | 
to help the private yards and enable | 
them to continue to exist, so that in 
time of war the Government yards might 
be devoted to repairs, and the private 
vards to construction to reinforce our 
Navy. He might also point out that 
the private yards also built ships for 
foreign Powers, and in the event of war 
we should have, in the ships in course of 
construction in private yards, a large 
reserve to go on with. because the 
Government could  commandeer _ all 
the vesse's which were boing built for 
foreign raticns and indemnify the 
huilcers agairst any loss through non- 
detivery. Foreign countries had a great 
respect or the judgment of cur Admir- 
alty, and whcn they wanted battleships 
or ships oi war of any kid they ascer- 
tained in what yards the Admiralty 
placed their orders, and ylac:d their own 
orders with the same vards. The result | 
was that to the private yards the 


Government work was of great advan- 

tage from that point of view, as in that | 

way private yards got many orders that | 

would ctherwise go to other countries. | 

It had been said that private yards | 
Sir Elliott Lees, 
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could look for many orders after the 
war, but he did not remember to have 
heard that Russir had ever given many 
orders for shipbuilding in this country, 
and he did not think she was likely to 
now. Japan in the past hed had ships 
built in this country, but the cause 
which d'manded a great naval effort 
had for the moment passed away, and it 
was more than likely that in the future 
Japan would build ker ships hersalf, 
He congratu'ated the right hon. Gentle- 
Man on his policy with regard to 
construction, and reminded him that 
whatever pressure might be put upon him 
by those representing dockvard constitu- 
encies to deviate from the cou'se he 
proposed to pursue, there wold alwavs 
be available, on the other hand, sufficient 
pressure from those representing private 
Gentleman to 
keep his equilibrium. 


Mr. BENN (Devonport) thanked the 


-hon, Gen‘leman for the kind words he 


had uttered with regard to the very 
sad submarine disaster. He said some 
months had pas-ed since he drew the 
Admir- 
altv to words in the Memorandum of the 
First Lo d which caused him cons derable 
anxiety. In fact, there was real cause 
for alarm in the considerable alteration 
made in the policy of the Admiralty. 
because, looking at it in the light of the 
observations made just before the dinner 
hour by the hon, Gentleman, it appeared 
that, in the future construction would 
take a second place in the Royal dock- 
yards. It would be a case of repairs 


i first and construction afterwards. The 


{‘ir:t Lord said in his Memorandum that 
it was the first business of the dock yards 
to keep the Fleet in repair and therefore 
the amount of new construction should 
be subordinate to this consideration. He 
desired to enter a most powerful ard 
emphatic protest against that view, for 
the reason that if that policy were to be 
continued the discharges would also con- 
tinue. The nation had paid millions of 
money in establishing these dockyardsand 


fitting them with appliances, and it would 
| be a disastrous policy to turn them into 


mere repairing shops and to allow the con- 
struction machinery to fall intodesuetude. 
He respectfully submitted that it was 
the first duty of the Government of the 
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day to fill up, as far as possible, the Royal 
dockyards. They were the nation’s 
workshops, and it would be the worst 
of all policies to starve them. To do so 
would be to deprive men of work and 
render them both hopeless and helpless, 
whereas in private yards there were 
opportunities to secure work from abroad, 
and if a workman failed to secure em- 
ployment at one establishment, he could 
go on to another. He therefore sug- 
gested that it was within the power of 
the Government to stop straight away 
a great part of the discharges. Under 
the new naval policy they should first 
of all give out sufficient work to keep the 
Government establishments going, and 
then divide the remainder among the 
private yards. He was sure that any 
proposal to mitigate the present mischief 
would receive the sympathetic con- 
sideration of the hon. Gentleman. If 
the new policy of repairs first and con- 
struction afterwards obtained, the Govern- 
ment dockyards would be in a large 
measure destroyed as establishments for 
the production of ships. At present 
they employed two classes of competent 
men—one for construction and the 
other for repairs, but if the new policy 
were persisted in there would be found in 
the near future a scarcity of constructors. 


There was another point of view. These 
Government establishments were founded 
first of all that the nation should produce 
in its own workshops and from its own 
designs its battleships. The time might 
arise when it would be important to 
construct with secrecy certain vessels 
according to the ideas of our own advisers, 
and it was possible that we might find it 
convenient and wise to keep to ourselves 
certain appliances for our instruments 
of war. In that case the dockyards 
would be an absolute necessity. Then 
there was the financial consideration, 
and although he was glad to see that 
the Government recognised the necessity 
for economy, retrenchment, and reform 
in certain directions, he could with con- 
fidence assert that once they disqualified 
themselves from producing with facility 
the finest of battleships in the Govern- 
ment yards, they would offer a premium to 
private yards—he would not say to form 
a ring against the Government, but at 


any rate there would be the temptation | 
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' to charge higher prices. He submitted 
that the present policy should be reversed 
at the earliest possible moment in order 
to keep this most important depart- 
ment of national deferce in our own 
hands, and to enable the Government 
yards to be the first and best sources 
for the supply of our battleships. 

With regard to the question of wages, 
the Government were at present far 
behind private employers, and certainly 
were not the “ model employers” they 
ought to be. In Devonport the environ- 
ment of a labourer was very similar to 
that of a labourer in London, and he had 
in his hand the family budget of one of 
the men who served the Government 
for £1 a week. The family consisted 
of the man, his wife, and three children, 
and out of the £1 a week 5s. 5d. went in 
rent, ls. 9d. in rates, 2s. 5d. for fire and 
light, 7d. for club-money, and 4d. for soap 
and sundries, leaving 9s. 6d. to feed five 
persons, to say nothing of beer, tobacco, 
holidays, and other matters. Threepence 
farthing per head per day! Moreover, 
fifty per cent. of these men were frequently 
called upon to do more or less skilled work 
for their £1 a week, and yet under the 
borough councils in London the minimum 
wage for scavengers was 27s. He sub- 
mitted that the time had come for a 
reconsideration of the position of these 
labourers. The increase in the cost of 
food alone during the last two years 
was represented by at least Is. 6d. 
week to such a family as that to which 
he had referred. There was also the 
question of the discrepancy which existed 
between the wages paid in Government 
vards and those paid by private firms. 
The money value of the privileges granted 
to Government emplovees did not exceed 
6d., or, at the outside, Is. a week. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: A shilling a week. 


Mr. BENN was glad to have that 
confirmation of his figure. But even 
taking it at ls., the discrepancy was far 
from being met. The average wages 
of joiners, for instance, in the shipbuilding 
yards of the Thames, the Tyne, the 
Mersey, the Clyde, and Belfast, were £2 
a week, and their hours 514, whereas 
in the Government yards the wages 
were only 32s. 6d. and the hours 48. 
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There was no satisfaction or economy 
in cheap and nasty labour. To get 
good labour a fair price must be paid. 
According to the hon, 
own figures the private yards were able 
to build as cheaply as the Government, 
so that there was no economy in sweating 
or starvation wages. 


An HON. MEMBER: Does the hon. 
Member intend to insinuate that there 
is sweating in the dockyards ? 


Mr. BENN said he did not mince 
matters; he would say without any 
insinuation that £1 a week for such work 
as he had seen in the dockyards partook 
of the nature of sweating. Then taking 
the average of the wages paid to men 
engaged in what he might term the 
** hardware ” side of shipbuilding, there 
was a difference between the inside and 
the outside wages of 6s. 6d. per week. 


The pigeon-holes at the Admiralty were | 


doubtless stuffed with the petitions of 
the men. and he suggested that the 
matter should be referred to a Committee 
consisting of officials and representatives 
of the men, so that justice might be done. 
li higher wages were paid the Admiralty 
would command a better class of men, 
but the result of the present policy was 
that the private yards got the pick of 
the workmen, and the highest quality of 
British skilled labour was engaged in 
the building of foreign ships. 
asked whether these labour questions 
came within the purview of the Com- 
mittee referred to in the First Lord’s 
Memorandum. If not, it was a great 


pity, and he would suggest that the | 


reference should be enlarged so that the 
Committee might review the labour 
conditions at present obtaining in the 
dockvards. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
joined in the protest against the action of 
the Government in reference to discharges, 
On a former occasion it was stated that 
the number of discharges should not, if 


it could be avoided, exceed twenty-five | 


in any one week. It was not a definite 


promise, but the way in which that 
number had been exceeded had excited 
considerable surprise and disappointment. 
The position had been aggravated to 

some extent by the mistaken policy 
Mr. Benn, 
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Gentleman’s | 


He also. 
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‘of the Government in reducing the work 
in the dockyards rather than in private 
vards. If the Government were satisfied 
that the efficiency of the Navy could be 
maintained at less cost, and that in 
justice to the taxpayer reductions should 
be made, he submitted that those re- 


ductions should be made in such a 
way as to be the least injurious 
to the men affected. He altogether 


disputed the argument that a re- 
duction in the amount of Govern- 
ment work would affect men in private 
yards as seriously as men in Government 
vards. The latter had no other work 
to which they could turn, whereas 
private firms would at once look round 
for more private work, and it did not at 
all follow that a reduction in Government 
'work would entail the dismissal of men. 
The Government had shown their interest 
for the welfare of the unemployed, but 
by their dockvard policy they were un- 
doing in one direction the good they 
were endeavouring to do in another. 
He hoped the Admiralty would consider 
the importance of giving the bulk of their 
work to the dockyards. No doubt it 
| was Important to keep in touch with the 
private yards; they had a right to a 
share in the work, but the dockyards 
must always be regarded as the first 
source of supply, both for new construec- 
tion and for repairs. The possible 
danger of relying too greatly upon 
private vards had not been exaggerated 
bv the hon. Member for Devonport. In 
| any case, in view of the great expenditure 
that had been made in the provision of 
plant for all classes of work, it would 
be detrimental to the interests of the 
‘country if the present policy were con- 
| tinued. 


| He regretted the action of the 
Government in increasing the number of 
'their submarines. He would far rather 
that they approached other nations 
through the Hague Tribunal with a view 
‘to seeing whether the nations of the 
|world would not set their faces against 
what appeared to him to be an unmanly 
and un-English method of warfare. 
He had perfect cofifidence in the naval 
| policy of the Government, but he thought 
‘the Admiralty were inclined to neglect 
'the dockyards in the interest of private 
| firms, and, therefore, he hoped the 
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Secretary to the Admiralty would con- 
sider whether the policy they were pursu- 
ing in this respect was not likely to he 
detrimental to the best interests of the 
Navy and of the country. 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle) said that Labour 
representatives had to avail themselves 
of the opportunity afforded by this Vote 
to bring before the public the griev- 
ances of the men for the simple reason 
that the Government, unlike private 
firms, refused to allow the principle of 
collective bargaining which had proved 


so great an advantage in negotiations | 
between private employers and their | 


|] » (lover y service 
The only means Government |!" the Government service. 


workmen. 
workers had of making their grievances 
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known was to go individually to their | 


superiors, and everybody of experience | : h 
| z y i | It had been demonstrated in this debate 


knew the dangers which beset a man 


who was at all keen in pressing his | 


grievances, no matter how just his com- 
plaints might be. 


The grievances in | 


the dockyards were considerable, and | fs . 
| business methods to the conducting of the 


the complaints, he believed, well founded. 


“model employer.” One of the grounds 
of complaint was the method of the dis- 
charges, altogether apart from the general 
policy. Discharges had taken 
not merely in pursuance of the policy 
of cutting down the Navy Estimates, 
Int because of an 
under which apprentices 
guaranteed a two years engagement at 
the termination of their apprenticeship, 
and as a result of which a considerable 
number of men, who had been in the 
service many years, and against whom 
there was not the shadow of complaint 

in fact, they were often the best men in 
the yvards—had dismissed, and 
forced to start life anew. He appealed 
to the Secretary to the Admiralty to 
bok into this matter, and suggested that 
if « Committee were appointed some of 
the Labour Members should be taken 
into consultation. The private employer 
brought the workmen into consultation 
when he wanted to alter the whole con- 
ditions of employment, but the Govern- 
ment did not adopt this course. 


heen 


The grievance was felt to be more acute 
because of the want of any proper effort 
to remedy the evil. The question 

YOR. CXLVIEL. [Fourrin Sex xs] 


place, | 


old-standing order | 


had to he | : 
| constructive 


| 


The Government was far from being a | Royal dockyards he thought it 
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of the division of work between the 
private antl the Government -yvards 
Was a most imporcant one, upon which 
he knew thee wasa sharp division of 
opinion in the House. Some hon. Mem- 
bers suggested that private yards should 
receive the first consideration, but he 
thought their first duty was towards 
their own yards. He had recently been 
over the Government works at Devon- 
port, where they had spent over 
£5,000,000 of the nation’s money, and 
notwithstanding this fact hon. Gentle- 
inen opposite were urging that private 
dockyards should receive that further 
consideration which, if acceded to, would 
still further reduce the number of hands 
They ought 
not to proceed on those lines, because, if 
they did, employment in their own dock- 
yards would be brought to a standstill. 


that it was possible to build ships in 
Government dockyards, 1f not cheaper, 
certainly as cheap as in some of the 
private yards. If they would only apply 


would 
be possible to build in them cheaper than 
in private yards. It was well known 
that for a large percentage of the material 
used in their own dockyards they had to 
go to private firms. In his opinion the 
Government ought to have gone further 
than they had done and arranged things 
so that they could have undertaken more 
work without depending 
so much upon private firms. Verv 
little of the real constructive work of a 
ship was created in their own dockvards, 
and therefore the proportion of the labour 
employed by the Government in the con- 
struction of a ship was comparatively 
small. Frequently work required in one 
department Instead of sent to 
another Government department was put 
out to contract. Lf the various depart- 
worked tovether har- 


being 


ments more 


| moniously, and if they were allowed to do 


work for each other at cost price, the 
volume of work done in the Government 
dockyards would be considerably —in- 
The policy adopted by the 
(Government was one which ought not to 
be continued, and they would only be 
doing the right thing by the taxpayer if 
they kept all these doekyards going at 
the fullest pace by providing them with 
U 


creased. 
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work which was now given to private’ 
firms. 


He wished also to say a_ few 
words in regard to the three years 
system of employment in the dockyards, 
which he did not think tended either to 
economy or efficiency. They sometimes 
appointed as a chief superintendent a 
gentleman who had doubtless occupied a 
high position in connection with the 
Admiralty, and he would take charge of 
the works. He might discover that 
certain things ought to be altered. 
Months would pass and then he would 
probably try to put those changes into 
operation with a view to improving the 
system. By that time probably his 
three years appointment would be well 
nigh gone and he would be moved up. 
He would very likely be sent to sea to 
take charge of another department, and 
somebody else would be sent to take his, 
place as chief superintendent. Who suf 
fered by thissvstem ? The taxpayers, be- 
cause the new man had to go through the 
whole process again, and endeavour to find 
out where he could make improvements. 
There were in the House of Commons 
hon. Members who were connected with | 
some of our leading manufactures, in- 
cluding great engineers and colliery pro- 
prietors. He ventured to say that not 
one of them would ever dream of con- 
ducting his business on those lines. If a 
business man got the man he had set his 
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heart upon, who was capable of econo- ' 


mising and effecting imprevements, who 
could turn out better work more rapidly, 
he would not be anxious for him to be 
moved somewhere else at the end of three 
vears. As long as a man could turn out 
rapid and efficient work that was the 
man an employer would desire to keep 
in his employment. They had no righé 
to deal with the money of the taxpayer 
in a different way tothat which they would 
adopt if they were spending their own. 
If the Government got a good manager 
they ought to endeavour to keep him, 
and the sooner this triennial system was 
abolished the better. 

WALTER PLUMMER 


*SIR (New- 


castle-on-Tyne) said the hon. Member 
who had just sat down spoke so strongly 
in favour of employment in Government 
dockyards that he appeared to forget 


Mr. Arthur Henderson, 
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the great mass of workmen on Tyneside 
who were engaged in private dockyards, 
It was on this account that he! could 
not help saying a few words on this 
occasion with regard to that most 
important and valuable national asset, 
the private dockyards of this country. 
It was not the first time they had 
had a discussion as to how far 
the Government was justified in their 
division of work between the Govern- 
ment and private dockyards ; the sub- 
ject, indeed, was practically a hardy 
annual. He represented a constituency 
where there was a private dockyard, 
and he declared that in such private 
yards they possessed a national asset. 
These establishments had been of great 
service to the nation in times of stre:s 
in the past, and if they were properly culti- 
vated they would continue to be so. He 
spoke on behalf of a constituency greatly 
interested in private dockyards, and he 
trusted the Government would continue 
to hold the balance fairly between the 
two interests, and that they would not 
make the great mistake of putting all 
their eggs into one basket. It had been 
urged that there had been a large amount 
of national money sunk in the Govern- 
ment dockyards, but owing to the support 
given by the Government to private 
yards hundreds of thousands of private 
capital had been invested in those yards, 
and it would be grossly unfair if the 
Government were to reverse the policy 
hitherto pursued of giving a fair and 
just share of the national work to them. 
The people living in non-dockyard 
towns were after all taxpayers and 
were entitled to receive a fair share of 
the work of the country. He did not 
speak on behalt of the private employer, 
but on behalf of the thousands employed 
in these private yards at Newcastle and 
elsewhere who had a right to ask the 
Government to continue the policy of 
giving them a fair share of their work. 
The moral of the debate was that in times 
of stress such as we had passed through a 
few years ago, the Government should not 
allow the Royal dockyards to be swollen 
to undue and artificial dimensions. It 
was because these establishments had 
been doubled in such years that the 
Government found themselves in the 
present difficulty. They ought at such 
times to maintain the establishments in 
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full work and give the surplus work to | they woull do as good work as vessels 
the private yards. Then the position of the ‘King Edward” type. In large 
of dockyard Members would be more vessels also they had a very great 
pleasant draught of water, and that was a con- 
sideration in respect to which, perhaps 

he might be allowed to make a compari- 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) urged the | son. It was a consideration which would 
Government to avoid allowing the dock- | in future become more and more valuable 
yard work to become spasmodic and to the Admiralty. Of the recent vessels 
fluctuating. He knew of cases where | added to our Fleet, some were of com- 
men trained in the dockyards had, in| paratively greater draught than those 
consequence of this policy, to seek em- which had been added to the German 
ployment in the United States dock- fleet. The “Majestic,” for example, 
yards. drew 27 feet 6 inches, whereas the 
'** Kaiser Frederick III.” drew 25 feet 





*Sirn WALTER PLUMMER: Surely 
that is free trade in labour. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN did not object to it 
on that ground. He believed in free 
trade, but not in free gifts of skill to 
America. The Admiralty had now re- 
verted to the better system of conduct- 
ing repairs tn their own dockyards, 
but they had pushed ahead their repairs 
with feverish haste, as shown by the fact 
that some of the vessels repaired were 
now struck off the list, that the men could 
not now be fully employed, and they 
had not a regular supply of work for them. 


There was one point to which he wished 
to draw the attention of the Secretary 
to the Admiralty, and it was in regard 
to the new vessels under construction. 
It was a point which might re-open some 
of the very grave questions which were 
discussed a few years ago, and which 
to-day had been singularly absent from 
their deliberations. For some years past 
thev had been constructing battleships 
of enormous tonnage, and if the informa- 
tion which had leaked out was correct 
the newest type of battleship was to 
exceed the largest of its predecessors by 
2,000 tons, and they were now going to 
embark upon 18,000 ton battleships. He 
did not wish to criticise the conclusions 
of the Designs Committee, but perhaps 
he might be allowed to suggest that there 
Were considerations which were strongly 
in favour of not building battleships of 
excessive size. The cost of the new 
battleships worked out at about 
£1,500,000 each and that compared 
with the “Swiftsure’* class was 50 
per cent. more expensive. Certainly | 


6 inches, the ‘‘ Canopus ” 26 feet, and 
the ‘‘ Formidable ” 26 feet 9 inches, 
while he believed the “King Edward 
VII.” drew 26 feet 8 inches. There 
was no battleship in the German 
navy which drew more than “‘ Kaiser 
Frederick,” and they were designed for 
the very work which the Admiralty in- 
tended for those he had mentioned. For 
shallow-water work a difference of one 
foot was a great consideration. When 
they remembered that the North Sea 


| might some day or other be the battle- 


ground on which our vessels would be 
tested, he thought we should be extremely 
cautious in adding vessels to the Fleet 
of more than 26 feet draught. 


‘There were two considerations—one was 
the draught and the other the expense-— 
which argued in favour of not proceeding 
to excessive size. They had to consider 
also the easy way in which a large vessel 
could be lost. He thought that all the 
arguments were in favour of not putting 
all the eggs in one basket. He was not 
sure that there was not a great deal to be 
said for having three battleships costing 
about £1,000,000 each of smaller size, 


rather than two costing £1,500,000 
apiece. He knew that the argument 


‘ against that was that they could not have 


the same class of armaments on the 
smaller vessels as on the larger ones. He 
knew that most naval authorities were in 
favour of the larger vessels, but there was 
a consideration which weighed largely 
with the naval authorities when they were 
making up their programme for the year, 
and when they had to lay their proposals 
before the Treasury, which said to them 
that they could only have four instead 
of five, or three instead of four vessels, 
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The Admiralty said if they were only 
to have three they would have three of 
the largest. He hoped that considera- 
tion did not weigh too strongly with the 
hon. Gentleman. The considerations in 
favour of the smaller sized battleships 
were not discarded so largely in other 
navies. Not only did they adopt smaller 
battleships in Germany and the United 
States, but somehow or other they had 
succeeded in getting into the smaller 
ships the armaments which we put into 
the larger ones. They might quite 
possibly reduce their engine power, or 
diminish their space or bunker capacity. 
He trusted that the subject was not 
being too lightly dismissed by the Com- 
mittee with which the hon. Gentleman 
was connected. He threw out these 


Navy 


suggestions as an amateur, and he hoped | 


that the right hon. Gentleman would 
give some of his personal attention to 
them. 


Another point to be remembered in 
connection with the increasing draught 
was that it became more and more diffi- 
cult to find dock accommodation fot 
these ships. He also asked what im- 
provements had been made during the 
last three or four years in the coal con- 
sumption of the vessels we had recently 
been building. His late friend Sir W. 
Allan used to bring this matter forward 
year after year, and he could not pretend 
to have anything like his technical 
knowledge of the subject. It was really 
very alarming to find that in some of 
our vessels in recent years the con- 
sumption of coal per indicated horse 
power per hour was extraordinarily 
heavy. In the case of the “ King 
idward,” with a speed of 114 knots, 
the consumption was 2°63 Ibs. per 
indicated horse power. Compared 
with the consumption in an ordinary 
cargo steamer, which was now approxi- 
mately just over 1 Ib. per indicated 
horse power, he thought this consump- 
tion really alarming. At 17 knots 
the “King Edward” reached her most 
economical consumption on this basis. 
It worked out at 1°06 Ibs., and at 19 
knots it worked out at 2°17 Ibs. In 
the case of the “ Dominion ” the lowest 
consumption was 1°68 of indicated 
horse power per hour. In the case of 
cruisers the consumption was even higher. 


ar, Lunconan 
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The smallest consumption on a 20. 
knot basis was 2.02 Ibs. When they 
came to the third class of cruisers the con- 
sumption was more alarming, for vessels 
with reciprocating engines burned 2°52 
lbs. These were very large figures in- 
deed. Two years ago hopes were ex- 
pressed that the vessels under construc- 
tion would have a very much smaller 
consumption than those which he then 
quoted. The “Sapphire” figures had 
not gone down but actually up. The 
only reduction so far as he could see was 
in the case of the turbine boat, “ Ame- 
thyst.” which with a 20-knot speed 
burned 24 lbs. This was so far above 
the standard in the merchant service 
that he suggested there must be a 
great diserepancy somewhere. It was 
not merely a matter of design, but of 
the boilers and engines put into the 
vessels, 


He thought he might say that. as 
far as the discussion of naval matters 
went, they were at all events free in 
the House from any unnecessary parti- 
sanship in the criticism oftered. Their 
criticism was not in the interest of Party 
but of the British Navy itself. He 
though they might express some satis- 
faction that in the recent naval victory 
of Japan in the Far East the whole of 
the guns which brought about the 
victory were of British design and manu- 
facture, and that almost the whole of 
the vessels were built in this country. 
He hoped this would give some reason 
for believing that the vessels ot our 
Fleet were of an equally high standard, 
so that if the time should ever come 
for action—which God — forbid—they 
might be equally successful. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) said that if 
he had to choose between speaking on be- 
half of his constitutents or of a particular 
firm he thought he should speak on 
behalf of his constituents. Hon, Mem- 
bers who represented dockyard towns 
were absolutely jeered at when they 
spoke on behalf of those whose interests 
they were there to look after, but the 
House cheered when hon. Members got 
up and asked what their firms were to 
do if this particular municipality or that 
particular Government dockyard was 
allowed tointerfere in the businessin which 
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they were concerned, Surely hon. Mem- 
bers could speak not only in the interest 
of their constituents but the ratepayers 
at large. He offered no apology for in- 
tervening in the debate in order to ask 
the Government one or two plain Ques- 
tions. 
the hon. Member for Newcastle it would 
be to the advantage of the whole com- 
munity that the Government should 
give all the extra work to the private 
yards because the owners had invested 
hundreds of thousands of pounds of 
capital in the concerns. He wished to 
point out that Government dockyards 
were not in the same position as private 
yards inasmuch as they could only do 
work for our Government while private 
firms Gould compete for the building of 
ironclads for foreign Governments. There 
was a case in his recollection where one 
of the departments of the Admiralty 
took up the position of manufacturers 
when private firms had locked out their 
men. He hoped they would not attempt 
to repeat that. 
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He asked why dockyard work should 
not be conducted on the business lines 
of a private firm, and why when all 
the machinery of the dockyards was 
not employed work should be given 
to private firms. All he asked was 
that the Government dockvards should be 
put on exactly the same footing as those 
run by the Elswick firm and the Barrow- 
in-Furness firm. The owners ot these 
yards would not give work to anybody 
else in the way the Government did. 
Why should the Government let their 
machinery go to rust because they wished 
to give work to private vards ? There 
might be something to be said for that 
if private firms were willing in times of 
emergency to serve the Government 
at peaee prices, but everybody knew 
that they did not. They had only to 
cast their minds back to the recent war 
to remember what was done by the 
patriotic shipowners. It required no 
stretch of imagination to see that they 
were only patriotic for as much as they 
could get out of it. He thought the 
Admiralty might have found — useful 
work for most of the 7,000 men who 
had been discharged from the dock- 
yards, and the machinery might have 
been kept going. Were they always going 
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to depend on private employers? It 
was sometimes said that Government 
employment permanent. It was 
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Was 


not so. It was only permanent so long 
as it lasted. The man who thought 


he had a permanent job must be an 
extraordinary man; he must be related 
to a duke. The sensible and business 
method was to keep men in steady work 
at the dockyards, and to make them 
feel that while the nation expected from 
them the best service they could give, 
their own interests were not neglected 
by the Government. 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said the labour 
question was confined solely to construc- 
tion. It could not apply to repairs, 
because the whole of that work went to 
the dockyards. With regard to con- 
struction, he would point out, while 
admitting that every consideration should 
be given the workmen, that there was 
one interest which had not been referred 
to at all, but which outweighed and 
over-rode all others—the interest of the 
Navy as a whole. In the matter of new 
construction it was clearly the pre- 
eminent interest of the country that 
there should be a building power not 
only in the dockyards, but also in the 
private yards, capable of expansion 
in times of emergency ; and, if all the 
work was given to the dockyards, where 
would that power of expansion and 
capacity come from. The Admiralty 
could not afford to neglect the national 
asset which they had in the private 
building vards. 


In regard to dockyard wages it 
was the policy of the Admiralty 


to pay unskilled labour at least as high 
a wage as that paid to unskilled labour 
in the district. There was no such test 
as that to apply in regard to skilled 
trades in the dockvards, and they ap- 
proached the wages paid to those trades 
from the standpoint of the general 
average rate throughout the country. 
The most careful comparisons were 
constantly made, and the result was to 
show that the standard of wage in the 
Government dockyards compared favour- 
ably with that in the private yards. 
The junior Member for Devonport cited 
figures which seemed to show that, in 
certain trades at all events, that was 
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not so, and if the hon. Member would 
send him those figures they should have 
the most earnest attention of the Admir- 
alty. It had been the practice of the 
First Lord to receive the representatives 
of organised labour ;to confer with them 
once a year. They had consulted the 
representatives of trades unions who 
visited the Admiralty in February last. 
What they had to say had received the 
most careful attention. 
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The hon. Member for Dewsbury 
had raised two important ques- 
tions. With regard to the first one, 


that of the size of battleships, he could 
assure the hon. Member that not one of 
the factors he had mentioned had been 
neglected. They had all been taken 
into consideration. The hon. Mem- 
ber asked that this question should 
be & taken into consideration. He 
could assure the hon. Gentleman that 
that was one of the factors of naval 


policy which had always been taken | 


into consideration. A large battleship 
was Clearly in itself an evil. It was 
subject to all the disabilities the hon. 
Gentleman had enumerated ; but, not- 
withstanding all these disabilities, they 
were driven by the necessities of the 
case to build big battleships. One of the 
principal lessons of the present war was 
to show the value of the battleship, 
though there was something that came 
even before that, and that was the value 
of a highly-trained personnel. He fully 
admitted that the battleship had vindi- 
cated herself most thoroughly. 


Mr. RUNCGIMAN: used his 
larger cruisers in the same line, and in 
the same way, along with the battleships. 


Tog 
zo 


*Mr. PRETYMAN said that probably 
Admiral Togo would before the battle, 
have felt more certain of the result if 
he had had battleships in the place of 
those cruisers. They could not afford 
to take risks, except when obliged. We 
must recognise that the battleship was not 
for restricted but for general service; 
and, once they began a policy of special- 
ising and building a small ship for one 
purpose and a large one for another, 
they would be landed in interminable 
difficulties and expense, and when the 

Mr. Pretyman. 
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time came perhaps the ships would not 
be of the very best service in the place 
where they were wanted. In their 
position, he believed the hon. Gentleman 
would adopt the same policy of building 
battleships of the large size. They 
wanted battleships, moreover, not 
“almost” but quite of the first class, and 
another lesson of the war was in favour 
of the 12-inch guns. 


The hon. Member asked a very per- 
tinent question as to coal consumption, 
but there was a very great difference 
between a battleship and a merchant- 
man. The former had a very large 
number of auxiliary engines which had 
to do a great deal of work in connec- 
tion with the ship, and which were en- 
tirely absent in the case of the Atlantic 
liner. There was also the question 
of room, to which something had to 
be sacrificed in the case of a cruiser. 


The hon. Member for Barnard Castle 
raised two important points, both covered 
by the Dockyard Committee. In con- 
nection with the apprentice matter, it 
was not a question of an old order, but 
of contract, and the hon. Member for Ply- 
mouth had recognised that the contract 
could not be broken. The hon. Member 
had made his criticisms from a business 
standpoint, and he was perfectly pre- 
pared to accept that standpoint, with 
this reservation that the business the 
Admiralty were carrying on was not the 
business of private shipbuilding, but the 
business of running the British Navy. 


They must therefore widen their horizon. 


They had to deal with this question of 
dockyards, not as a private firm dealt 
with it, not as a question merely of profit 
and loss on that particular business, but 
as a branch of the administration of the 
British Navy as a whole. And if there 
was one more valuable rule than another 
in the whole gamut of the rules, regula- 
tions, and traditions of the British Navy 
it was what was known as the sea-time 
rule. It was absolutely necessary that 
the administrative and executive work 
and the personnel should be intimately 
connected ; and, although they were 
properly kept as separate as possible 
in regard to the work at any moment, 
it was necessary to avoid any cleavage. 
There was no principle more important 
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than that, and there must be alterna- 
tion. The admiral-superintendent, a 
naval officer, must have a 
term of service under the sea-time 
rule. Not long since a civil assistant 
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| demand of the men was most moderate— 
/namely, that the minimum should be 


restricted | 


had been appointed under him who. 


was a permanent officer, and the ;whole 


matter of dockyard reorganisation from | 


admiral - superintendent down to 
unskilled labourer would be under 
purview of the Dockyard Committee. 
appealed to the Committee to give 
Vote. 


the 
the 
the 
He 
the 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said that 
Ireland received little or no benefit from 
this great naval expenditure, and as they 
contributed more than their just share 
there should be more money spent in 
Ireland than at present. Wales got a con- 
siderable proportion of the expenditure 
on the Navy; England had all the great 
dockyards; and in Scotland they had 
a big share of the shipbuilding, so that in 
Treland they had grave cause of complaint. 
The wages earned in England and Scot- 
land from Government work were 
large that the towns derived great ad- 
vantage. He understood that the money 
spent on works at Haulbowline was of a 
very trivial kind compared with that 
spent in England, Wales, and Scotland. 
He would be very grateful to the hon. 


sO 


Gentleman if he could give the Irish Mem- | 


bers any idea of how much Ireland 
derived from this great naval expenditure. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil, 
said he desired to express his disappoint- 
ment that no definite understanding had 
been given as to the dismissals or rates of 
wages of dockvard men. The hon. 
Gentleman had given great expression of 
sympathy but nothing practical had 
resulted. There was no justification 
for the dismissals from Government dock- 
yards. Inthe case of Government yards, 
with any sort of decent management, 
the business should be nearly a constant 
quantity. They ought to have some 
assurance that this method of employing 


men for two or three months and then | 


dismissing them should be discontinued. 
As to wages, he contended that 21s. a 
week was not a rate of wages that should 


be paid to a Government employee. The | 


yo 
23s. 


raised to 6d. a week, and the 
higher order of labourers to 24s. a week. 
He understood that the Government, 
through the Civil Lord, would not take 
these claims into consideration, but he 
insisted that they should be conceded, 
especially when it was remembered that, 
in the case of the specially skilled 
labourers, the rate of pay had been fixed 
so long ago as 1890. Only 2,000 men 
out of the 27,000 employed would be 
affected, and the cost would not be very 
great. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that in answer 
to the hon. Member for Waterford he 
was afraid he could not give off-hand 
the figures relating to capital expenditure 
in Ireland. 


Mr. KEARLEY said he wished again 
to draw attention to the overcrowding at 
Devonport. The Home Office had 
adopted the view that on account of 
the abnormal rate of rent the police there 
were entitled to special consideration. 
He asked that the Admiralty should 
inquire into the matter from their side 


also. 


Mr. PRETYMAN said he was quite 
prepared to consider any figures which 
the hon. Gentleman would submit to 
him. But there was a_ considerable 
difference between the case of the dock- 
yard labourers and the police. The 
latter were required to be within a certain 
distance of the yard because of the 
special character of their duty. The 
dockyard labourer was not under the 
same obligation to live in the immediate 
vicinity of the yard. He hoped that the 
congestion at Devonport would presently 
be relieved, and that a fall of rents 
would follow. 


Me. KEIR HARDIE said that in view 
of the fact that he had had no reply from 
the Government to the point raised by 
him, he would move to reduce the vote by 
£100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, — 
“That a sum, not exceeding £2,768,200, 
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Keir Hardie.) 
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and if they raised the wages of one class 
| of men they would have to 
throughout all the grades. 


raise wages 
It was a 


Mr. PRETYMAN said that he thought | matter which required to be looked into 


he had given an Answer. The principle | Very carefully. 


applied in these cases was one laid down | 


by the House itself—namely, that the 
same wages were to be paid to Govern- 


ment employees as were paid in similar 


trades in the district. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Allen, Charles P. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 

Burke, E. Haviland 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William 
Crooks, William 
Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 
Devlin,Charles Ramsay(Galway | 
Doogan, P. C. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Hammond, John 
Higham, John Sharp 





Randal 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. Hugh O., | 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord | 
salfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) | 
B ufour, Rt. Hn. Gerald W.( Leeds | 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Janner, John S. Harmood- 
3athurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
sond, Edward 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Campbell,J.H.M.( Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire | 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. FE. 
Cochill, Douglas Harry 


Mr. Keir Hardie, 


The whole of the 
employment in the dockyards was graded, 


| Markham, Arthur Basil 


Noes, 116, 


AYES. 


; Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Jordan, Jeremiah | 
Joyce, Michael | 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy,P.J.(Westmeath, N.) | 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. | 
Lamont, Norman | 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


| 


Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
O Brien, Kendal (‘Tipperary Mid | 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
QO’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Dowd, John 


NOES. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


| Corbett, A, Cameron (Glasgow 
| Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 


| Davenport, William Bromley 
| Dickson, Charles Scott 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Doxford, Sir William Theodore 


Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt. Hon.Sir William Hart 
Fellowes, RtHn. Ailywyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon, George H. 


| Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
| Fisher, William Hayes 


FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn 


| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury | 
Hain, Edward 


| Lyttelton, 


Question put. 


The Committee divided : —Ayes, 70: 
(Division List No. 221.) 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
teddy, M. 

Richards, Thomas 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Seely, Maj. J.-E. B.(Isle of Wight 
Sheehan, Daniel Danie! 


| Sheehy, David 

| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Soares, Ernest J. 

/ Sullivan, Donal 

| Tomkinson, James 

| Toulmin, George 

| Ure, Alexander 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYRS—Mr. 
Keir Hardie and Mr. Hender- 
son. 


Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Howard,John (Kent, Faverslam 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Law. Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,s. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
2t. Hon. Alfred 
Maedona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Majendie. James A. H. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriesshire 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N_ 
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Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, RtHnJ. ge (Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Rt.Hon.Lord (Lancs. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J. M‘Taggart 


Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Robertson, Herbert Hackney 


tolleston, Sir John F. I Lord E. (Chichester) 


Talbot, 


Depts. Estimates, 1905-6, 


TELLERS 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | 
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aad 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


| Tuff, Charles 


Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir William H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby,Sir@harles G.E. (Notts. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Woltf, Gustay Wilhelm 


FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 





tound, Rt. Hon. James ' Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) | 
Original Question put, and agreed to. during the year ending on March 
31st, 1906, for the Salaries and Ex- 
2. £4,816,900, Shipbuilding, Repairs,| penses of the office of His Majesty’s 


Maintenance, etce.—Matériel. 


3. £7,827,800, Shipbuilding, Repairs, 


Secretary for Scotland and Subordinate 
Office, Expenses under The Inebriates 
Acts, 1879 to 1900, and Expenses under 





Maintenance, ete.—Contract Work 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


‘That a sum, not exceeding £2,256,600, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
Expense of Victualling and Clothing for 
the Navy, including the cost of Victualling 
Establishments at Home and Abroad, 
which will come in course of payment 
March 


during the year ending on dlst, 


1905.” 


to be 
Committee also report 
Monday 


{osolutions 
Monday 


Dr crac 
Progress ; 


reported upon 
next 3 
to again 


sit upon 


hext. 


SUPPLY. 


{22ND JUNE, AFTERNOON SITTING. ] 


tesolution reported. 


SERVICES AND REVENUE 
‘TS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
Crass IT. 
“That a sum, not exceeding £10,633, 
be granted to His Majesty, 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 


CIVIL 
DEPARTMEN 


to complete 


which will come in course of payment 


VOL, CXLVIT., [Fourrn Sretes.] 


| The Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
i land) Act, 1899, including a Grant in Aid 
| of the Congested Districts (Scotland) 


Fand.” 


Resolution read a second time, 


‘That this House doth agree with the 


| 
| 
| 
7 Motion made, and Question proposed, 
| € Jommittee in the said Resolution.” 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said it was 
understood that if they allowed the three 
Navy Votes to go through no other busi- 
ness would be taken, and a good many 


scotch Members had left the House upon 





that understanding. 


| 
| 
7 
| Tar PRIME MENISTER anp FIRST 
| LORD or rue TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
| BaLrour, Manchester, E.): As far as I 
| am aware there never was any suggestion 
that we should not go on with Supply, 
nor would such a course be in accord- 
ance with the ordinary practice. I think 
we ought to proceed with the Supply 
Votes on the Paper. 


xX 
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Mr. WHITLEY said it was in conse- 
quence of the understanding to which 
he alluded that they did not challenge 
three divisions which would have taken 
all the time up to midnight. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I co not think 
any harm can be done by discussing 
this Vote now. 

Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stat- 
that the discussion was to 
proceed until midnight, and as many hon. 


the Vote 


hefore them had gone away it was futile 


understood 


Members interested in now 


to say that they could conveniently 
discuss this matter now, because those 
who wished to discuss it were not present. 


The Opposition had kept their pledge 


to allow thes: Votes to get through before | 


twelve o’clock, and he hoped the Govern- 
ment would not press this Vote now. 
NR. MA, <I. 


BALFOUR: I did 


suggest that hon. Members opposite | 


had 


however, two non-contentious measures 


any ulterior motives. There are 


on the Order Paper which perhaps we 


might be permitted. to take now. I 


refer to Mr. Speaker’s Retirement Bill | 


and the War Stores (Commission) Bill. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN 


that his understanding of the arrangement 


(Dewsbury) said 


come to was that the hon. Gentleman op- 
the 


undertook that if the Opposition allowed 


posite, representing Government, 


him to have this Vote he would not press | 


had 


got the three Votes necessary to make 


for a division at 7.50, and after he 
up Vote 8 he would not press any further 


business. He admitted that there was 


some doubt as to the questions which 


{COMMONS} 
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would crop up after that business was dis- 
posed of, but, on the Opposition side of 
the House, many hon. Members were 
under the impression that no further 
On 
that understanding many Scotch Mem- 
bers had left the House. He did not 


Votes in Supply would be taken, 


suppose that anyone would take ex- 
ception to Mr. Speaker’s Retirement Bill, 
but the other measure alluded to by the 


Prime Minister was of great importance, 


fordshire, Lichfield) said it was clearly jand a large, number of hon. Members 
sh 9 tu { Se as < 


who took a great interest in it were not 


present, 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Baraard Castle) said he was in 
the the 


referred to by the hon. Member was 


House when arrangement 


made, and he appealed to the right hon. 





not | 


Gentleman to allow that arrangement to 


| be carried out. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I shall be 


quite prepared to accede to that request, 


but I must express a certain measure of 
dill 


introduced by arrangement with hon. 


surprise that a which has bee. 
|Members opposite, the very terms of 
which have been agreed upon, should 


now be regarded as being of such a 


character that we cannot discuss it now. 


| Having expressed that view, I will not 
press the matter further to-night, and 


'I move that the debate be adjourned. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That 


the debate be now adjourned ”—(Mr. 
A, J. Baljour),—put, and agreed to. 


| next. 


urned at five minutes 
Iwelve o’cloek. 


Adjo 








Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 30th June, 1905. 


COMMISSION. 
The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent : 
1. Finance. 

2. Closing of Licensed Premises (Christ- 
mas Day) (Ireland). 
so Metropolitan 

Order. 
t. Alexander Scott’s Hospital Order 
Confirmation. 


Police Provisional 


>. Grangemouth Waterworks and 
Burgh Extension Order Confirmation. 

6. Arbroath Corporation Water Order 
Confirmation. 

7. Dundee Water Order Confirmation. 

8. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 2). 

4%. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 3). 
lo. Local 
Orders (No. 4). 
11. Local 
Orders (No. 5). 
Ee. Local 
Orders (No. 6). 
13. Local 
Orders (No. 7). 

14. Local Government 
Orders (No. as 


Government Provisional 


Government Provisional 
Government Provisional 
Government Provisional 


Provisional 


15. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 15). 

16. Local Government Provisional 
Order (Gas). 

17. Local Government Provisional 


Orders (Poor Law). 


18. Electric Lighting — Provisional 
Orders (No. 1). 

19. Electric Lighting — Provisional 
Order (No. 2). 

20. Electric Lighting —_ Provisional 


Order (No. 3). 


21. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order (No. 1). 
22.. Local Government (Ireland) 


Provisional Orders (No. 3). 
23. Municipal Corporations (Merthyr 
Tydtil Scheme Contirmation). 


VOL. CXLVIL. [Fourru Sertes.] 
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24. Walker and Wallsend Union Gas- 
25. Southampton and Winchester 


Great Western Junction Railway (Aban- 
donment). 

26. Cordoba and Rosario Railway. 
27. Entre Rios Railways. 
Marylebone Chapels. 
West Cumberland Electric Tram- 
ways (Extension of Time). 

50. Holy Trinity, Portsea. 

31. Brompton, Chatham, Gillingham, 
and Rochester Water. 


2. Commercial Union Assurance. 


ws 


Qe 


3. Mortgage Insurance Corporation. 
{. Truro Water. 


35. Hastings Harbour. 


ww Be 


we 


36. Weybridge and 
Thames Electric Supply. 


Walton-upon- 


ww 


37. Chelsea Electricity Supply. 


~ 


38. Epping Gas. 


i 


39. South Suburban Gas. 


40. Nottingham and Retford Railway, 
41. Leeds and Liverpool Canal. 
42. Metropolitan District Railway. 


43. Orphan Working School and 
Alexandra Orphanage. 

44. East Cowes Gas. 

45. Hastings Harbour District Railway 
(Abandonment). 

46. Tyneside Tramways and Tram- 
roads. 

47. Tralee Urban District Council. 


48. Clay Cross Railway (Abandon- 
ment). 
49. Great Berkhampstead Gas. 


50. Mexborough and Swinton Tram- 
ways (Extension of Time). 


1. Wrexham Gas. 


Cc 


52. Dublin Corporation (Superannua- 
tion). 


or] 
te 


South Oxfordshire Water and Gas. 
Clyde Navigation. 

Great Eastern Railway. 

5G. Loughborough Corporation. 


Life 


57. Norwich 
Society. 


Y 


Union Insurance 
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58. Higham and Hundred of Hoo 
Water. 

59. South Metropolitan Gas. 

60. Ilfracombe Harbour and Improve- 
ment. 

61. Accrington District Gas and Water 
Board. 


52. Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding | 


Junction Railway and Dock. 

63. Otiey Improvement. 

64. Accrington Corporation. 
65. Aylesbury Gas. 

66. Croydon Gas. 

67. Aberdare Urban District Council. 

68; Colne Corporation. 

69. North Sussex Gas. 

70. South Wales Electrical Power Dis- 
tribution Company. 

71. London United Tramways (Ex- 
tension of Time). 

72. Alexandra Park and Palace. 

73. Metropolitan Railway. 

74. Barry Railway. 

75. Clacton Improvement. 

76. Dearne Valley Railway. 
17. Croydon Corporation. 
78. Stockport Corporation. 
79. Birmingham Corporation. 
80. Brentwood 
81. Darien Gold Mining Company. 
82. Leven’s Patent. 


83. Rhymney Railway. 


Gas. 


84. Morley Corporation. 

85. McConnell’s Divorce. 

86. Lautour’s Divorce. 

87. Malone’s Divorce (Validation). 
88, Gamble’s Divorce. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bills have been complied 
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| 





| Bill. 
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with :—North British Railway (General 
Powers); Shropshire, Worcestershire, 
and Staffordshire Electric Power ; Great 
Northern Railway (Ireland); London 
County Council (Money); Metropolitan 
Electric Tramways. 

The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


Business. 


London County Council (General 
Powers) Bill. A petition of Messrs. 
Turner and Company, of 34, High Hol- 
born, London, Parliamentary Agents, 
praying for leave to present a petition of 
the Electrical Contractors’ Association 
and others, praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bill, although the 


| time limited by Standing Order No. 93 


for presenting such petition has expired ; 
read, and ordered to lie on tte Table, 
and Standing Order No. 93 to be con- 
sidered on Monday next in order to its 
being dispensed with in respect of the 
said petition. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 
Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light Railway 
Bill ought to be dispensed with, and the 
Bill allowed to proceed. 


That the Standing Orders not complied 
with in respect of the London County 
Council (General Powers) Bill ought to 
be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed 
to proceed. Read, and agreed to. 


London and North-Western Railway 
Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the Committee had not 
proceeded with the consideration of the 
Bill, the opposition thereto having been 
withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. The orders made on the 5th 
and 8th instant discharged, and Bill 
committed. 


Corbett Estate Bill [H.1.]. Read 5* 
(according to order), and passed, and 
sent to the Commons. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 13) Bill; Local 


Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill. Read 3* (according to order), 
_and passed. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


International Conference 


DUBLIN HOSPITALS. 

Forty-seventh Report of the Board of 
Superintendence of Dublin Hospitals, 
with appendices, for the year 1904-1905. 
JUDICIAL STATISTICS (IRELAND) 1904. 

Part II. Civil Statistics. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 

WOODS, FORESTS, AND 
REVENUES. 
Eighty-third Report 
missioners of His 
Forests, and Land 

29th June, 1905. 


LAND 


Com- 
Woods, 
dated 


of the 
Majesty's 
Revenues, 


Laid beiore the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON 
SHIPPING LAW. 

Lorp MUSKERRY rose to call atten- 
tion to a resolution, adopted at the 
recent Conference on International Mari- 
time Law at Liverpool, pointing out the 
necessity of the representation of His 
Majesty’s Government at the forthcom- 
ing International Conference convened 
by the Government of Belgium to con- 
sider the draft codes relating to collisions 
at sea and salvage; and to move to 
resolve, ‘* That, in the opinion of this 
House, it is desirable that, in the interests 
of British shipping, His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment should ensure that this country 
should be represented at the International 
Conference on Shipping Law about to be 
held in Belgium.” 

The noble Lord said: Your Lordships 
may remember that last year I urged 
upon the Government the importance 
cf the forthcoming International Mari- 
time Conference convened by the Belgian 
Government, and how imperative it was 
that this country should be represented 
at that conference. On March 4th of 
last year the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs received a deputation 
made up of most of the highest authori- 
ties in the shipping and legal world. 
From the reply of the noble Marquess to 
this deputation it was clear that he 
was impressed by the magnitude and 
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gravity of the interests involved in the 
matter, and by the interdependence of 
the interests of our country and our 
merchant service. Furthermore, the 
noble Marquess was quite alive to the 
weighty character of the deputation 
itself. 


It is the case that hitherto the British 
Government of the day have refused 
to participate in Maritime Congresses 
such as that about to take place. The 
reasons which have prompted them 
in this have been expressed in the reply of 
the noble Marquess in this House and in 
that to the deputation to which I have 
alluded. These reasons, I gather, are, 
firstly, that it is not in accordance 
with precedent that the British Govern- 
ment should appoint representatives at 
conferences of the kind; and, secondly, 
that whilst British shipping was the 
predominant partner in the world’s 
shipping it would only be allowed equal 
representation with the smaller maritime 
Powers. The first argument, viz :—that 
of a departure from precedent, is to my 
mind a very puerile one. It is trans- 
parent that if this country remains in the 
old rut we will be very quickly over- 
shadowed by the bold enterprise and 
modern methods of the other Powers. 
If we have followed certain antiquated 
practices in the past, does it follow that 
we must perpetuate them?’ The dis- 
honourable and dishonest land legislation 
in Ireland has been a very distinct 
departure from precedent. 


It is notorious that our merchant 
service suffers acutely from obsolete and 
absurd laws and regulations. We do 
absolutely nothing in keeping pace with 
the times. In this matter we pursue 
our finé old-crusted conservatism to 
the end, and, if we continue to do so, 
before long we shall find where it is 
leading us to. We are certainly not 
tied to precedent, and there is nothing 
whatever to prevent the departure of 
His Majesty’s Government from it in 
the present instance. To come to the 
second argument, to the United 
Kingdom having only the same represen- 
tation at the congress as other maritime 
Powers, I may say that from a superficial 
point of view it might appear to be a 
very forcible one. But it is plain to see 
that representation according to tonnage 


Y 2 


as 
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would mean that the representatives of 
the United Kingdom would swamp the 
whole conference, and we would never 
get the smaller maritime Powers to agree 
to this. 


The mere fact of England sending a 
representative to the Belgian Conference 
does not in any way commit this country 
to anything or anybody. It is simply 
encouraging an object of which every- 
body is desirous, namely, a unification 
of the shipping laws of the different 
maritime nations. His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment are not bound to follow the 
decisions of a conference simply because 
they had a representative there. They 
need not pledge themselves in the 
slightest. After all, we may safely turn 
to the different shipping authorities who 
have the most at stake. We find that, 
in the face of all the arguments presented 
by the Government, the International 
Maritime Conference at Liverpool has 
recently carried unanimously the fol- 
lowing resolution— 

“That the representatives of the British 
shipowners, merchants, and underwriters attend- 
ing this conference are of opinion that in 
the interests of the international commerce 
of this country it is of the first importance 
that His Majesty’s Government should be 
represented at the International Conference 
convened by the Government of Belgium to 
consider the draft codes relating to collisions 
at sea and salvage, and that the secretaries 
are respectfully requested to submit a copy of 
this resolution to His Majesty's Government.” 

The representative character of this 
conference may be gathered when I 
inform your Lordship that it consisted 
of representatives of the Incorporated 
chamber of commerce of Liverpool, 
the International Law Association, the 
General Council of the Bar, London, the 
chambers of commerce of Paris, London, 
Liverpool, and other places, the Liver- 
pool Steam Shipowners’ Association, the 
Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool, 
the London Steam Shipowners’ Associa- 
tion, the London Steam Shipowners’ 
Mutual Insurance Association, the 
Thames and Mersey Marine Insurance 
Company, the Institute of London 
Underwriters’ Association, the Liverpool 
Average Adjusters’ 
United Steam Shipowners’ Association, 


tie Chamber of Shipping of the United | 
Kingdom, the North ef England Steam 
Shipowners’ 


Lord Muskerry. 


Association, the Alliance 


{LORDS} 


Association, the | 
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Marine Insurance Company, and other 
eminent shipping authorities. 


Mr. Justice Phillimore, speaking on 
one occasion at Antwerp, said— 

“The attitude of the British Government is 
not only churlish, but may even seem ridiculous, 
when one recollects that the draft treaty on 
salvage embodies the English law without sub- 
stantial, I believe even without formal, modifi- 
cation ; while there are only three modifications 
of English law in the draft treaty on collision. 
and only one of these is likely to give rise to 
dispute.” 


I do not hesitate to say that by declin- 
ing to nominate a representative at 
the Belgian Maritime Conference His 
Majesty’s Government are flying in the 
face of public opinion. This House is 
supposed to present a true and honest 
reflex of public opinion, which, after all. 
is the supreme law. The maintenance 
of our present attitude simply means 
that we are acting as a drag on the 
wheels of progress, and if we remain 
where we are, we can relegate a unifica- 
tion of the maritime laws of nations to 
the Greek Kalends. 





| 


In moving the Resolution which stands: 
in my name it is under a sense that it 
is our duty to not only listen to public 
opinion but to give effect to it when 
we see that, as in the present instance, 
opinion emanates from those who really 
know and who are both unanimous and 
emphatic. I trust to hear from the 
noble Marquess that, as a result of 
mature consideration, His Majesty’s 
Government have decided to nominate 
a representative. I might mention that 
it is not only shipowners’ and shipping 
lawyers’ views I am quoting, for I have 
been urged to bring this matter forward 
by the Merchant Service Guild as one 
calculated to benefit the interests of our 
merchant service. I beg to move the 
Motion standing in my name. 


Moved to resolve, “ That, in the opinion 
of this House, it is desirable that, in the 
interests of British shipping, His 
Majesty’s Government should ensure 
that this country should be represented 
at the International Conference on Ship- 
ping Law about to be held in Belgium 
to consider the draft codes relating to 
‘collisions at sea and salvage.”’—(Lord 
Muskerry.) 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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*Lorp ALVERSTONE: My Lords, 
before the noble Marquess the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs replies, I wish 
to say a word or two upon this subject, 
as it is one in which I have for a great 
many years taken considerable interest ; 
and I desire to do so the more because | 
must dissociate myself from some of the 
arguments used by the noble Lord. [| 
cannot agree that the previous refusal of | 
the Governments of the Queen and His 
Majesty to take part as a Government 
in an international conference has been 
due to the worse form of conservatism ; 
nor do I agree with Mr. Justice Phillimore 
that the attitude of the British Govern- 
ment has been churlish or prompted by 
other than the best feeling. I know that 
there were very good reasons why Her 
late Majesty’s Government could not take 
official part in congresses, as they might 
thereby be led into discussions which 
would not be to the best interests of the 
nation; but in the present position of 
matters I think things have somewhat 
changed. 


International Conference 








The question of the incidence of lia- 
bility in the matter of collision at sea, to | 
say nothing of the second subject, that | 
of salvage, has been attracting the atten- 
tion of maritime nations for a considerable | 
number of years, and it is the fact that 
the present uncertainty of the law—de- 
pending as it does in some cases where 
the vessel happens to be arrested, in 
some cases upon the place where the 
collision occurs, and in some 
upon the nationality of the ship— 
makes it impossible for owners of ships 
to know exactly what their liability 
is. There is therefore a very strong feel- | 
ing among the maritime nations that the 
time has come when an attempt should 
be made to get something like uniformity 
in these matters. If that is admitted, 
it is, as the noble Lord said, of very 
great importance that the views of British 
shipping interests should be heard. 
Foreign nations are prepared to pay great 
attention to the attitude taken by British 
shipowners and British lawyers in this | 
respect, and, therefore, I think, subject | 
to what may be. Iam sure, the wise deci- | 
sion of the noble Marquess and His 
Majesty’s Government as regards the line 
which should be taken, that the question 
does merit serious consideration. 


cases 
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I do not for a moment say that repre- 
sentation at the conference should be of 
an official character, but I think it is very 
desirable that whoever does go from this 
country to represent British interests at 
the Belgium Conference should be in 
touch with His Majesty’s Government. 
I do not know whether the noble Mar- 
quess has yet received the resolutions that 
were passed after a most interesting dis- 
cussion at the conference held in Liver- 
pool a few days ago, over which Mr. 
Justice Kennedy presided, and the dis- 
cussion at which was marked by modera- 
tion and a desire to introduce into any 
amendment of the law the best considera- 
tions both of policy and public utility, and 
by the wish that the view of Great Britain 
in this matter should be respected. I[ 
do not press the noble Marquess to give 
any pledge which he feels he cannot give, 
but I do trust that he will allow me to 
urge upon him my conviction that some 
step in the direction indicated in the 
noble Lord’s Motion is required in the 
interests of British commerce and British 


| shipping. 


*THe SECRETARY or Si. 'E For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, it is almost 
superfluous for me to assure your Lord 
ships that His Majesty’s Government ar 
well aware of the great importance of the 
subject to which this Motion has reference. 


|The noble Lord who introduced it this 


evening mentioned a deputation which I 
had the honour of receiving at the Foreign 
Office. That deputation was one of the 
most representative and influential that 
ever waited upon a British Minister. It 
is perfectly true that we did not think it 
desirable that an official representative 
should be sent to the conference which 
sat last year, for the reason mentioned by 
the noble Lord. I found that there was 
a very strong feeling that, considering 
the magnitude of our shipping interests, 
there would be a ce1tain amount of risk 
in allowing any official representatives 
sent to attend this conference on behalf 
of this country to commit us in any way 
as to the manner in which we might here- 
after deal with this subject by legislation. 
That may have been, perhaps, excessive 
caution ; but it was a feeling, I know, 
which was very widely entertained. 








635 Horse Disease {LORDS} in Ireland. 636: 
The position at present is this. The { of epizootic lymphangitis have occurred 
conference, I understand, suspended its | amongst artillery horses and _ troop 


sittings and is to meet again in September, 
and the Question which i presume I am 
asked is whether, when that conference 
reassembles, we shall take any part, 
official or unofficial, in its proceedings. 
In the meanwhile there has taken place 
another conference representative of our 
own shipping interests—I 
conference held at Liverpool, to which 
the Lord Chief Justice referred. The 
resolution of that conference reached me 
only the day before yesterday. It is a 
short resolution, decidedly in favour of 
participation by this country. But be- 
yond that resolution we have as yet 
received nothing from the Liverpool 
Conference. I think, therefore, we are 
entitled to ask that we should have a fuller 
opportunity of considering not only the 
resolution of the conference, but the 
account of its proceedings upon which 
that resolution was based. 

I can: assure both noble Lords who 
have spoken that we shall approach the 
consideration of the matter with an open 
mind. I think we may derive some 
encouragement from the knowledge that 
the draft codes dealing with the subjects of 
salvage and collision, which have, I under- 
stand. been approved by this conference, 
ore both of them drawn upon lines which 
are very much in accord with the law 
which prevails in this country. I am 
afraid [ must, in those circumstances, 
return a somewhat dilatory Answer to 
the Question of the noble Lord; but I 
can promise him that when we receive the 
fuller account of the proceedings of the 
Liverpool Conference, we shall examine 
them with the that the in- 
terests of this country may be repre- 
sented, if not officially, at anv rate in 
some adequate manner, at the subsequent 
meetings of the Belgian Conference. 


desire 


Lorp MUSKERRY: Under those 
circumstances. I ask your Lordships’ 
permission to with draw my Motion.1 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


HORSE DISEASE IN IRELAND. 
Tue Eartor MAYO rose, ‘‘ To ask His 
Majesty's Government how many cases 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


mean the, 


horses in Ireland ; how have these cases 
been dealt with; and, if there is any 
truth in the report that horses suffering 
from the disease or coming from infected 
stables have been sold to the public, 
what measures have been taken to stop 
the spread of this disease.” 

The noble Lord said: My Lords, my 
reason for putting these Questions to His 
Majestv’s Government is that this very 
dangerous horse disease has been intro- 
duced into Ireland by the artillery 
horses and troop horses that were brought 
back from South Africa at the conclusion 
of the war. The disease is very con- 
tagious, and, although there have been 
cases of recovery, the course generally 
adopted when a horse is attacked with 
this disease is to kill and bury it, and 
destroy all the harness and saddlery 
with which the horse has come in con- 
tact. Your Lordships will, therefore. 
understand how anxious we are in 
Ireland to know what steps the Army 
authorities, who are responsible for the 
introduction of this disease into Ireland. 
have taken to stamp it out. The disease 
has spread to civilian stables and the 
matter has become a really serious one. 
I hope we may hear from the noble Earl 
who will reply on behalf of the Wa: 
Office that the disease has been stamped 
out, at all events in the stables ove 
which they have control. 


*THeE UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR WAR (The Earl of DoxnouGHMorE): 
My Lords, in reply to the Questions put 
to me by the noble Earl I have to say 
that there have been thirty-seven cases 
of epizootic lymphangitis among Army 
horses ip Irelend. Of that number 
thirty-five horses were destroyed, and 
two were cured. I am informed that no 
horses from infected stables have been 
sold to the public within six months of 
the occurrence of the last case in the unit 
attacked. The period of six months was 
arrived at after considerable discussion 
amongst those who have had experience 
of the disease in South Africa, as affording 
security. I believe it is true that the 
disease is spreading in Ireland. 


THE Eart or MAYO: Amongst Army 


| horses ? 
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*Tue Eartor DONOUGHMORE: No, 
we have had no case in the Army since 
October, 1904, and I am sure my noble 
friend will regard that as very satisfactory. 
We have opportunities in the Army of 
dealing much more drastically with these 
cases When they occur than is possible 
in Civilian stables, and this, I think, is 
responsible for the fact that we have had 
no case in Ireland since October, 1904. 
The procedure we followed has been 
accurately described by my noble friend. 
All horses in contact—that is to say, in 
the same unit as any of the horses 


affected—were kept entirely apart, and, | 


with the exception of the two that we 
were able to cure, the horses suffering 
from the disease were all destroyed. 
[ hope my noble friend will accept the 
assurance that we are fully alive to the 
dangers of this disease, not only in Ire- 
land but in the whole of ‘the United 
Kingdom, and that most drastic mea- 
sures are at once applied when any case 
comes to our notice. 


Earn CARRINGTON: This disease 
of epizootic lymphangitis is what is 
known as * the horse-disease”’ in South 
Africa, and | should like to ask the noble 
Karl the Under-Secretary whether any 
warning was sent from South Africa 
to His Majestv’s Government as to the 
danger of bringing these horses back 
to this country. 


or DONOUGHMORE : 
[ presume the noble Earl means any 
recent warning. I am not aware of any, 
but I shall be glad to make inquiries. 
The noble Earl knows that our usual 
practice is not to move horses about. 
A cavalry regiment coming home from 
South Africa would not bring its horses 
with it, but would be provided with fresh 
horses on its arrival. 


*THe EARL 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I should like 
to ask the noble Earl or any other mem- 
ber of His Majesty’s Government whether 
any steps, and, if so, what steps, have 
been taken to prevent the spread of 
this disease in civilian stables. 


THe Eart or MAYO: I can inform 
the noble Lord opposite that the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture in Ireland has issued 


an Order, which I shall be happy to) 
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show to him, containing instructions 
how to deal with the disease and prevent 
its spreading, and I think the same thing 
has been done by the Board of Agricul- 
ture in this country. 


638 


The subject then dropped. 


CRIMINAL CASES (RESERVATION OF 


POINTS OF LAW) BILL [u.1.]. 
[THIRD READING. } 


Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
read. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 3.” 
—-(The Lord Chancellor.) 


*EARL RUSSELL : 
was introduced to meet the recom- 
mendation of the Beck Commission. 
Your Lordships are probably aware that 
there is a considerable body of opinion 
in favour of the establishment of a 
larger Court of Criminal Appeal ; but, 
recognising that this Bill was  intro- 
duced simply to meet that specific point, 
[ did not take any part in the earlier dis- 
cussions. The Bill, however, has been 
considerably amended since it was intro- 
duced, and I notice a very curious pro- 
vision in it of which I should like to have 
some explanation. In Clause 2 of the 
Bill, as now printed, it is provided that— 

“The Court hearing and determining a 
question of law with respect to which a case 
is stated under the Crown Cases Act, 1845, 
whether in pursuance of this Act or otherwise, 
shall, in addition to the powers given to them 
by that Act, have power to order the retrial 


of the case— 


My Lords, this Bill 


So far Ihave no objection to the clause. 
But then it proceeds— 

*“and may also order that any conviction or 
judgment shall stand, if they consider that no 
miscarriage of justice has, in point of fact, 
occurred, notwithstanding that they are of 
opinion that th» question of law should have 
been d-cided in favour of the person convicted.” 

Iam bound to say that that seems to 
me rather a strong order, because, if I 
understand those words correctly, they 
mean that this Court of Criminal Appeal 
may say in one breath that a person has 
been wrongfully convicted from a 
strictly technical legal point of view, 
and in the same breath may say that, 
though not legally convicted, he is at 
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the same time to be punished. The | real moral merits of the cases has decided 


effect of those words has, perhaps, not 


been fully considered. | 


There is another aspect of the clause | 
which I think can scarcely have occurred | 
to those who drafted that provision, | 
and it is this : that the wrongful conviction 
of a person will depend upon whether 
he is tried in the first instance by a 
Judge who knows the law or by one 
who does not know the law. If he is 
tried by a Judge who does know the 
law the Judge will rule that the evidence 
cannot be admitted, and the prisoner 
will escape conviction; but if he is 
tried by a Judge who does not know 
the law, that Judge may wrongfully 
admit some irregularity at the trial, and 
the prisoner may, in consequence, be 
convicted ; and in that case the Court 
ot Appeal can, under this clause, allow 
the conviction to stand although the 
conviction arose through the Judge 
making a mistake in law. I do not 
think the anomalous effect of this 
provision has been fully considered. 


I should also like a little explanation 
of the words “ miscarriage of justice.” 
The clause provides that the Court may 
order that any conviction or judgment 
shall stand if they consider that no 
miscarriage of justice has, in point of 
fact, occurred. I should have thought 
that to a lawyer a miscarriage of 
justice meant an _ illegal conviction. 
if it means in the popular sense of | 
the term that a man ought to be 
punished, although not legally guilty 
of the particular thing for which 
he was tried, I do not see 
why you should not give that power 
also to the Court of First Instance. 
I think these words introduce what 
might become a rather dangerous practice, 
and one which might lead to rather 
unfortunate results, and I should be 
glad to hear what explanation or what 
justification there is for them. 


a case the wrong way. In respect of 
civil procedure, since 1873 it has been 
recognised and enacted that wherever 
the Court is of opinion that justice in 
its broadest sense has been done, not- 
withstanding some technical irregularity, 
the decision ought not to be set aside 
on the ground of some mistake which 
did not affect the real justice of the case. 
This system has worked with extreme 
efficiency in civil cases, and when the 
measure was introduced for the purpose 
of aiding persons who were before a 
criminal tribunal it was pointed out that 
if the Court was invested with the power 
of inquiring into every one of these cases, 
and if they should be of opinion that 
some question which really did not affect 
the merits of the case one way or another 
had been wrongly decided, without 
some provision of this kind they would 
be compelled to allow a criiainal to 
escape from punishment, although he 
might be guilty. Where, therefore, there 
had been no miscarriage of justice in 
the ordinary and popular sense of the 
word it would be undesirable to allow 
a technical error to disturb the due 
course of justice. That is the meaning 
of the clause. I think that the object 
sought to be attained is a right one. 


Lorp ALVERSTONE : My Lords, this 
provision has been most carefully con- 
sidered by the Judges of the King’s 
Bench who have to administer the crimina! 
law in assize towns. The Judges arc 
unanimously of opinion that some such 
clause as this is absolutely necessary. | 
would cite by way of illustration the 
recent trial of a hotel manageress for 
fraud, and owing to a technical mis- 
direction on a minor point of law by 
the chairman of quarter sessions the 
conviction had to be set aside. In more 
than one case the Judges have been 
satisfied that there has been no real 
m searriage of justice at all, and it is 
felt that if this state of things is not to 
become part of the practice it is abso- 


_lutely necessary that, if there is some 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
of Hatspury): My Lords, the explana- 
tion is very simple. In both the civil 


and criminal Courts it has been the | 
subject of grave animadversion that | 
some technical objection outside the | 


Earl Russe’. 


minor point to argue which has nothing 
to do with the real merits of the case, 
the Judges should have the power to say 
that it is not necessary to have a new 
trial, thereby saving expense and delay, 
and preventing a miscarriage of justice. 
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THE LORD CHANCELLOR explained 
that the Amendments standing in his 
name were of a purely technical character. 
They were put down originally for 
Standing Committee, but as no sufficient 
explanation of them was forthcoming at 
the time he declined to move them. He 
now begged to move their insertion. 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 6, page 3, line 4, to insert the 
following sub-sections: (3) The provisions 
of this Act relating to legal aid on the hearing 
of a case stated shall not apply to Ireland. (4) 
Rules of Court made under Section 61 of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ireland), 
1877, may regulate generally the practice and 
procedure under this Act in Ireland.’ ”°—(The 
Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Glause 7, page 3, line 6, to leave out 
trom the word ‘may’ to the word ‘ be’ in 


line 8.°—(Lhe Lord Chancellor.) 
On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Moved, * That the Bill do pass.””—( The 
Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
past Five o'clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven 
o clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 30th June, 1905. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 


PRIVATE 


{30 June 1905} 


Bill Business. 642 


previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :-— 

Bristol Blind Asylum Bill [Lords]; 
Central Electric Supply Bill [Lords]; 
County of London Electric Supply 
Company Bill [Lords]; Humber Con- 
servancy Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time. 


Great Northern Railway Bill. Lords 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Highland Railway Bill. Lords Amend- 
ment considered, and agre-d to. 


Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution) Bill 
[Lords]. Asamended, considered; Amend- 
ments made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 





| Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
|(No. 7) Bill. Lords Amendment con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 16) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 17) Bill. Reid the 
third time, and passed. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional 





Orders (No. 5) Bill; Electric Lighting 
Provi-ional Orders (No. 6) Bill. As 
‘amended, considered; to be read the 


| third time upon Monday next. 


| PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 

The Depury-CuatrRMan informed the 
| House, That the Committee on Group L 
of Private Bills, not being appointed to 
meet until Thursday next. the parties 
promoting the Littlehampton Urban 
District Council Bill | Lords], which was 
set down for consideration on the first 
day of the meeting of the Committee, 
had appeared before him and _ proved 
that the evidence of William Beldam, 
| solicitor, Littlehampton, was essential to 
their case; and that his attendance 
could not be procured without the inter- 
vention of the House. 


Ordered, That the said William Beldam 
do attend the Committee on Group L of 
Private Bills upon Thursday next, at half- 
past Eleven of the clo:k. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Great 
Western Railway (New Railways) Bill, 
with Amendments. 


PETITIONS. 


JUVENILE SMOKING BILL. 
Petition from Battersea, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF 
CLOSING). 
Petition from Tintwistle, for alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL. 
Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to 
lie upoy the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (SHOPS). 
Petition from Battersea, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


WOODS, FORESTS, AND LAND REVENUES. 

Copy presented, of Eighty-third Report 
of the Commissioners, dated 29th June, 
1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. {No. 221.] 


DUBLIN HOSPITALS. 

Copy presented of Forty - seventh 
Report of the Board of Superintendence, 
with Apperdices, for the year 1904-5 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Criminal and 
Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the year 
1904. Part Ul. Civil Statistics [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Scotch Congested Districts Board’s 
Apprenticing Scheme for Boys. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord-Advocate if he will state 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 644 


| what progress has been made by the Con- 


gested Districts Board with the scheme for 
apprenticing boys to trades; will he state 
how many boys have been apprenticed; 
and from what districts they come. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) Of 
100 applications received forty-one hoys 
have been offered places, Several of these 
have refused, and others have not yet 
finally intimated their decision. Twenty- 
two have actually started work, and come 
from the following localities :— 


Six from Barra ; 

Three from South Uist; 

One from North Uist; 

One from Harris; 

Four from Ross (Mainland) ; 

Five from Ross (Lewis) ; 

One from Sutherland. 

Sixteen Lewis boys have been offerec 
situations, and six have accepted, 


Disease of Beech Trees. 

Mr. ALLHUSEN (Hackney, Central): 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether his attention has 
been drawn to the prevalence of beech 
disease (cryptococcus fagi) in England 
and Scotland ; and whether he will take 
steps to inform owners of beech woods of 
the best methods of arresting its progress. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
The disease to which my hon. friend 
directs attention is, I am sorry to say, 
widely distributed throughout England, 
and it has occurred in many parts of 
Scotland. We have during the past few 
days published a leaflet on the subject. 
copies of which I shall be glad to place 
at his disposal. We shall take steps to 
circulate the leaflet as widely as possible, 
It sets out in detail the remedial measures 
which can with advantage be adopted. 


Erection of Flight of Wooden Steps in 
Front of Admiralty Buildings. 

Mr. ALLHUSEN: To ask the hon. 
Member for Chorley, as representing the 
First Commissioner of Works, if he will 
explain why a flight of wooden steps and 
railings has been erected on the west 
front of the new Admiralty buildings 
instead of a light iron staircase and railing, 
which would have been less noticeable ; 
and whether the advice of a competent 


architect is taken in all cases where it is 
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found necessary to interfere with the 
architectural features of Government 
buildings, 


(Answered by Lord Balcar:e:.) 
porary wooden steps have been erected 
because they can be put up and removed 
with less difficulty than iron. The 
Answer to the second paragraph is in the 
affirmative. 


Disturbances at Odessa—Protection of 
British Lives and Property. 

Mr. J. H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs): 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he has 
any information which he can com- 
municate to the House as to the steps 
which are being taken to safeguard the 
lives and property of British residents in 
Odessa and to protect British shipping in 
that port. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) His 
Majesty’s Consul-General at Odessa is in 
communication with the local authorities, 
whe have shown themselves desirous of 
doing all in their power to protect British 
and other foreign residents. It is believed 
that no one has been hurt on board 
sritish ships, and the Consul-General has 
been informed that the masters are at 
liberty to move their vessels outside the 
port it they think it necessary. His 
Majestv’s Ambassador at St. Petersburg, 
who is in telegraphic communication with 
the Consul-General, has been informed by 
the Russian Government that a portion 
of the Black Sea Squadron has been 
ordered to proceed to Odessa. His 
Majesty's Government think it unneces- 
sary to make any further representations 
to the Russian Government, who are 
clearly taking all the measures in their 
power for the protection of life and pro- 
petty and the restoration of order, 


Labourers’ Cottages in the Fermoy, 
Mallow, and Mitchelstown Rural 
Districts. 

Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 

County, N.E.): To ask the Chief Secre- 
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rate per pound required to raise the 
amount of the annual instalments in 
repayment of loans in each rural district. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) These 
particulars are contained in a Return 
presented to Parliament last vear (Parlia- 
mentary Paper, No. 188, of 1904). No 
further loans for these districts have s:nce 
been sanctioned. 


SHIPOWNERS' NEGLIGENCE 
(REMEDIES) BILL. 
Bill, as amended (by the Standing 
Committee), considered. 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.) 
said the Amendment he moved was a 


‘formal and somewhat technical one, but 


one which was required in order to make 
the Bill as complete and perfect as 
possible. As one whp had supported the 
Bill both on the Second Reading and in 
Grand Committee he might say that 
so far trom desiring to detract from it in 
any way he believed it was calculated to 
remove an existing injustice from the 
people of our own country, and to 
effect equality of treatment as between 
British and foreign subjects. The 
Amendment was to add after the word 
injuries.” for which power of arrest was 
given by the Bill, the words * including 
fatal injuries.” The Bill was one which 
was somewhat novel inform. It did not 
deal with an action for any injuries, and 
in that sense had no enacting power 
whatever. What it did was to give 
power of arrest of a vessel on board of 
which, and owing to the neglect of the 
owners or master or crew of which, an 
injury had taken place, the removal 
of which vessel might prevent the in- 
jured person from reaping the iruit of 
an action, even after admitted and 
That was an un- 
doubted improvement of the law, but 
they had to remember +'~ «dd “word 
principle ++ 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT thanked the 
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to alter the common law in order to 
enable a deceased’s representatives to 
sue, that arrest should equally take place 
on the application of the representatives 
of a deceased person who died in 
consequence of injuries received. In 
dealing with this matter it should be 
remembered that the word ‘‘injuries” in 
the clause was not used in the technical 
legal] sense, but in the popular sense, and 
the word would mean personalinjuries. In- 
juries after death were of course no longer 
personal, and therefore it might be open 
to argument that they were not techni- 
cally and strictly within the letter of the 
Bil. All he desired was to take care 
that the remedy given, in the case of a 
person who had suffered death, to his 
representatives under Lord Can.,bell’s 
Act should be given them with regard to 
the right to arrest a vessel so that it 
might never come to pass that, after 
bringing an action and succeeding. the 
fruits of the judgment which, in the 
case of death, were all-important to the 
surviving members of a man’s family 
should not be reaped. 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


es In Cc lause 1, page 1, line 6, after the word | 
‘injuries ’ to insert the words ‘including fatal | 
injuries.’”—(Sir Adbert Rollit.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 


be there inserted.” 


Sir HARRY SAMUEL (Tower Ham- 
lets, Limehouse) said the promoters of | 
the Bill were equally anxious with the hon. | 
Member to support any question of fatal 
injuries. They thought that was ab- 
solutely covered by Lord Campbell’s Act, 
but, if his hon. friend laid stress upon it, 
they were perfectly willing to accept his 
Amendment. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) thought the words were un- 
necessary, but might be accepted. 


QUESTIONS AND™ HN? SLiver- 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTE. 


Scotch Congested Districts Board’s 
Apprenticing Scheme for Boys. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Lord-Advocate if he will state | 
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Bill it did not include it under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Si: 
Rosertr Finuay, Inverness Burghs) said 
he did not think the Amendment was 
necessary, but as the point had been 
raised it had better be accepted. [i 
would not do any harm, 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT said the object 
in this was just the same as in the case 
of the last Amendment. The Bill spoke 
of injuries arising from the negligence of 
the owner, officers, or crew. This was 
what might be called positive in its enact- 
ment, but there was also something which 
was negative and which ought equally to 
be contemplated, and that was an injury 
arising from the defective condition of the 
ship or its apparel or equipment. Per- 
haps such an omission might be held 
to be within the terms “negligence” or 
“default,” but it was as well to express 





| Question proposed, * 
| 
| 
| 





| what was so frequently a cause of injury 
| and compensation. 

| Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In Clause 1, page 1, line 10, after the word 


| | ‘ the reof’ to insert the words ‘ or of any defect 
in the ship or its apparel or equipment.’ ”—({Sir 
Albert Rollit. ) 


‘That those words 
he there inserted.” 


Sir HARRY SAMUEL said he thought 
they would apply almost the same remarks 
to this Amendment as to the last. He 


/need not make any objection to it. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, E.R., 
Buckrose) said he moved this Amendment 
in order to bring before the House and 
the Attorney-General the question of the 
machinery by which the principles of 
the measure should be carried out. 





Under the clause as it now stood great 
delay and difficulty might arise as to 
.the question of the amount of security, 
and those questions arising under the 
clause as it now stood would be left open 
asa roving power for parties to apply 
any Court of record in England or 
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Ireland. Ifhis Amendment were adopted | 


the process of the Admiralty Court would 
be adopted as in the cas2 of a claim for 
wages, and this process was well under- 
stood and was simple. His only object 
in moving the Amendment was to bring 
under consideration of the House the 
machinery to carry out the object and 
principle of the measure. They were all 
agreed as to the principle of making a 
foreign shipowner liable for personal 
injury. but in bringing into effect a clause 
to carry out that principle they must 
remember that this measure, if carried, 
should be made as effective and at the 
same time as simple as possible. It 
might be a measure which other countries 
would adopt in regard to British ships, 
and they ought to take special eare that 
every provision was fiir and equitable 
and that the machinery set up was 
effective fer the purpos? and at the same 
time simple. He trusted the Amend- 
ment which he now moved would be 
carr.ed. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn Clause 1, page 1, line 12, to leave out from 
the word ‘thereof’ to end of clause, and insert 
the words ‘ the person or persons entitled to re- 
cover such damages shall in England have the 
like remedies by warrant for arrest of the ship 
inthe Admiralty Division of the High Court 
of Justice, or in any County Court having 
Admiralty jurisdiction, as if the claim for 
damages were a claim for wages, and such 
remedies shall be subject to such provisions as 
to bail, entering a caveat, and otherwise as 
are applicable to proceedings in rem for re- 
covery of wages, and shall in Ireland have the 
like remedies under the Court of Admiralty 
(Ireland) Act, 1867, and the Court of Admiralty 
(Ireland) Amendment Act, 1876, and otherwise, 
and subject to such provisions as aforesaid as 
if the claim for damages were a claim for 
wages.’ —( Mr. Luke White.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That th: words 
proposed to be let out. to the word 
‘consignee,’ in Ine 19, stand part of the 
Bil” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would not press this 
Amendment, because if it were pressed 
and were successful it would involve the 
liss of the Bill. This was in substance, 
although not inform, a proposil to return 
to the idea of the Bill when it 
went to Committee. Consultations were 
held in Committee and the result was 
that the Bill assume! the form in which 
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it had come back to this House. He hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would not think it 
necessary to ask the House to return to 
the idea on which the Bill was framed—an 
idea which, after careful consideration, 
was departed from. He did not think the 
difficulties apprehended in the working of 
the Bill as it now stood would aris». 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES also desired 
to appeal to his hon. friend not to 
proceed with this Amendment. Many 
consultations took place, and _ those 
supporting the Bill thought this was 
the best machinery. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said he was 
in such sympathy with the hon. Gentle- 
man in desiring the intervention of the 
County Courts, if possiole, that he brought 
in a Bill on those very lines, but on 
consideration he had come to the con- 
clusion that the problem, which was 
a difficult one, of allowing arrest and yet 
limiting the inconvenience of it, would be 
greatly exaggerated by adapting to that 
purpose the County Court system. There 
was but one Admiralty Court, but there 
were ten or twenty County Courts having 
Admiralty jurisdiction, and the difficulty 
was that if a vessel left the jurisdiction 
of a Court—if, say, she were to move from 
Hull to Cardiff—she would be liable to 
atrest, therefore a vessel changing ports, 
whether British or foreign, would be liable 
to arrest, which would be inconvenient,. 
complex, and costly, 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed to the Bili— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 19, after the word 
‘ce msignee © to insert the words ‘ or agent.’ ’”— 
(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.’ 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY suggested that 
if those words were to be inserted they 
should be inserted after the word 
‘““ owners.” 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT thanked the 
learned Attorney-General! ior that sugges- 
tion. The word “agent” was not used 
in the general sense of the term, but as 
ship’s agent, and its proper place un- 
doubtedly would be next to “ owners.” 
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The insertion of those words would 
greatly limit the inconvenience under the 
Bill. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: I do not 
think this is necessary, but I am sure it 
will do no harm. 


Shipowners’ Negligence 


Question put, ard agreed to. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said that 
when in Committee he proposed a Motion 
similar to the Amendment he was about 
to move. It was generally agreed that 
the proposal was in itself a fair one, but 
the Attorney-General expressed the view 
that it would be better dealt with in 
the Workmen’s Compensation Bill. That 
Bill, however, had not vet been read a 
second time in the House, nor did it 
contain any provision on this particular 
point. As the fate of that Bill was 
altogether uncertain he submitted that 
it was manifestly desirable that the 
matter should be dealt with in the 
measvre now under consideration. The 
object of the Bill was to place the foreign 
shipowner in the same position as the 
British shipowner, and the Bill doubtless 
achieved its object so far as the workman 
wes concerned. But the Bill did nothing 
for the employer who had satisfied the 
claim of the workman under the Com- 
pensation Act, and who, therefore, had 
the right to take over the claim of the 
workman against the foreign ship. Why 
should this be? The mere fact that a 
man was an employer did not take away 
from him the elementary right to claim 
justice. Under the Compensation Act 
of 1897 an injured workman could either 
sue the owner of the foreign ship for 
damages or claim compensation from his 
immediate employer. The Amendment 
did not interfere with that option. All 
it did was to enable an emplover who had 
satisfied the claim of the workman under 
the Compensation Act to stand in the 
workman’s shoes and prevent the foreign 
ship from escaping responsibility. It 
would injure no one. In fact the work- 
man would be rather benefited, because 
an employer, knowing he had his remedy 
against the foreign ship, would be better 
able to make a fair settlement with the 
workman. The proposal was supported 


by the Shipowners’ Parliamentary Com- 
mittee, which represented nine-tenths of 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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and as it no more than completed the 
Bill he hoped the House would accept 
it. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In Clause 1, page 1, after line 25, to insert 
the words ‘(2) The words ** person applying”’ in 
this section shall include an employer who has 
paid compensation or against whom proceedings 
for compensation have been taken under the 
Workmea’s Compensation Act, 1897, or any Act 
amending the same, and who alleges that he 
is entitled to be indemnified under such Act 
or Acts by the owner of the ship.’ ” — (Jr. 
Charles McArthur.) 


‘Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY siid his hon, 
friend was correct in saying that when 
this matter was considered in Grand 
Committee he suggested it might be 
better dealt with by the Workmen’s 
Compensation Bill, but as matters now 
stood he thought it better that the pre- 
sent Bill should be made complete in 
itself. The certainly one 
which called for a remedy. Under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act a steve 
dore might be laole to a workman in 
his employ who had been injured owing 
to defective tackle on a ship, and who 
might sue the owner of the ship for 
damages. But if he took the more direct 
remedy of claiming against his immediate 
employer under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, the stevedore would be 
entitled to all the workman’s rights of 
action against the owner of the ship. 
Under these circumstances it was only 
reasonable that, when giving this im- 
proved process, the immediate employer 
should be given the same remedies agailist 
the owner of the ship that the workman 
would have had had_ he proceeded 
against the owner instead of against his 
immediate employer. The Amendment, 
however, would hardly do in its present 
form. The section referred to liabilities 
and detention “in respect of injuries.” 
The action of the stevedore against the 
owner of the ship would not be in respect 
of injury in any ordinary sense of the 
term; it would be an action in respect 


case Was 


of the statutory liability of the stevedore 


to compensate the workman and_ the 
right which the statute conferred upon 
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him to have recourse to the owner by 
way of indemnity. He therefore sug- 
gested that the hon. Member should not 
press his Amendment at this point, but 
move to add at the end of line 9 in 
Clause 1 the following sub-section— 
‘Where an employer has paid compensation 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1397, to a workman who would have been 
entitled to the remedies given by this section 
had he proceeded against the owner of the 
ship for damages instead of against the em- 
ployer for compensation, and the employer 
claims to be entitled to be indemnified by the 
owners of the ship under Section 6 of the s.id 
Act, the employers for the purpose of enforcing 
that indemnity shall have the same remedies 
under this section as the workman would 
M4 b4 ” 
have had to enforce his claim for damages. 
Those words would meet the case, and, 
ii the hon. Member would accept them, 
he would recommend the House to in- 
sert them as a new sub-section at the 
proper place. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR accepted 
the suggestion of the Attorney-General, 
and asked leave to withdraw his Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) said the Amendment he was 
about to move raised the question of what 
was to happen if, after a vessel had been 
seized, the owners abandoned her and 
nothing further was done by them. 
Under the Bill as drafted the process 
would apparently be that upon complaint 
of alleged injuries the Judge of any Court 
of record might issue an order directing 
an officer of Customs to detain the ship 
until such time as the owners had given 
satisfaction in respect of the injuries or 
security to abide the event of legal pro- 
ceedings. If security were given the 
Bill provided that the person giving the 
security should be the defendant for the 
purpose of legal proceedings; but if 
no money were paid or security given 
there would be no defendant, and pre- 
sumably, therefore, no legal proceedings. 
What he desired to know was whether 
under Clause | it inevitably followed that 
if a vessel was seized and the owners 
zbandoned her the vessel could be sold 
without further trouble or undue delay to 
give satisfaction for the injuries inflicted. 


If that was not clear, he thought his 
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Amendment should go forward. He 


begged to move. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In Clause 1, page 2, line 4, after Sub- 
section (2), to insert the words ‘(3) In the 
event of the owner, master, or consignee of 


a detained ship not making satisfaction 
in respect of the injuries, or within a 


reasonable time giving security as aforesaid, 
His Majesty’s Courts shall have jurisdiction to 
hear and determine any legal proceeding that 
may be instituted in respect of the injuries 
and to give judgment against such owner, 
master, or consignee as if he had been served 
with legal process, and the ship so detained 
shall be made answerable for the claim and for 
the satisfaction of any judgment obtained 
thereon.’ ”°—(Mr. Austin Taylor.) 


Question proposed, * That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
Amendment provided for a case which 
would hardly ever happen. The event 
contemplated was that the owner, rather 
than give the security asked for, would 
abandon the ship altogether. That was 
an extremely improbable thing. They 
could not have these proceedings with- 
out arranging for service or substituted 
service. The case which the hon. Mem- 
ber wished to provide for was one which 
would not occur probably more than once 
in fifty years, and by attempting to pro- 
vide for that case they would land them- 
selves into all those difficulties which 
formed the subject of a protracted dis- 
cussion between himself and the gentle- 
men interested in this Bill. Under these 
circumstances he hoped his hon. friend 
would not, by pressing this Amendment, 
endanger the passage of the measure. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 8, to leave out the words ‘ ex - 
pression, ‘harbour,’ ‘has,’ and insert the 
words ‘ expressions’ ‘ port’ and * harbour’ have.” 
—(Mr. Charles McArthur.) 


Question proposed “ That the words 
proposed to be ieft out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I the hon. 
Member looks at the Merchant Shipping 
Act he will find that the word “ port” 
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is included in “ harbour.” The Amend- 
ment will do no harm, and therefore I 
accept it. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Words inserted. 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT said there 


were many ships owned by corpora- 


tions or as _ single-ship corporations 
under the Joint Stock Acts, and 


the object of the Amendment was that 
in case of a body corporate the principal 
place of business should be held to be the 
residence, and therefore the Act should 
not apply, with any inconveniences it 
might carry with it. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 98, at the end, to add 
the words ‘ And for the purposes of this Act, 
if the principal place of business of a body 
corporate shall be in the United Kingdom, the 
owner shall be deemed to reside therein.’ ’’— 
(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Question proposed, “That those 


words be there added.” 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he agreed 
that some provision was wanted for the 
case of corporations, but he would suggest 
a slight variation of the words which had 
been proposed. He wished to point out 
that many of the big lines had their offices 
abroad, and therefore their principal 
place of business would not be in the 
United Kingdom. For these reasons he 
suggested the addition of the following 
words—*“ and if the owner of a ship is 
a corporation, it shall for the purpose of 
this Act be deemed to reside in the United 
Kingdom if it has an office in the United 
Kingdom at which service of writ can be 
effected.” 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT asked leave 
to withdraw his Amendment and said he 
was willing to accept the words suggested 
by the Attorney-General. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 9, at the end, to add the 
words—* And if the owner of a ship is a corpora- 


Sir Robert Finlay. 
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tion it shall for the purpose of this Act be 
deemed to reside in the United Kingdom if it 
has an office in the United Kingdom at which 
service of a writ can be effected.’” 


Amendment agreed to. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said his hon. 
friend had called attention to the fact 
that some hardship might arise under 
this sub-section in a case in which g 
workman commenced proceedings under 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act against 
a stevedore, and before those proceedings 
had come to an issue and compensation 
had been paid the foreign ship had 
sailed away. There was a difficulty in 
introducing words for the purpose of 
meeting that case owing to the fact that, 
the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, Section 6, it was only when com- 


pensation had been paid under the Act 


that the stevedore would have the right 
of indemnity against the shipowner. 


| That question deserved consideration, 


and it would be considered with a view 
to possible action in another place. He 
begged to move the following sub-section. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, to add as a new sub-section the 
words, ‘Where an employer has paid com- 
pensation under the Workmen's Compensation 
Act, 1897, to a workman who would have been 
entitled to the remedy given by this section if 
he proceeded against the owners of the ship for 
damages instead of against his employer. for 
compensation under the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act, 1897, and the employer claims to be 
entitled to be indemnified by the owner of the 
ship under Section 6 of the said Act, the em- 
ployer for the purpose of enforcing that indem- 
nity shall have the same remedy under this 
section as the workman would have had to 
enforce his claim for damages.’ ”’—(The Attorney- 
General.) ~ 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR asked if he 
would be in order in proposing the Amend- 
ment which, unfortunately, a few moments 
ago he failed to take a division upon as a 
new Clause, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The House has 


already pronounced an opinion upon it. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
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rather pleased to have the assurance 
that there would be additional funds 


- «@ > r S i Y | j j 
As amended (by the Standing Com- | coming in in that way. 


mittee) considered, 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER (Liverpool, 
Everton): said the words he now pro- 
posed were in the Bill originally 
and they were struck out by the 
Grand Committee. If it was for the 
good of the community it might be 
advisable to take some restrictive steps, | 


but he did not think that there was | 
such a large amount of fraudulent trust 
to necessitate such a stringent measure | 
as this. What was the effect first as 
regarded bankers and the general com- 
munity. The effect of the Act would be 
to take away money which now stood 
in the trading and other banks and | 
transfer it to the Bank of England 
[Cries of “ No, no.”] So far as he saw | 
that would be the eifect. According to | 
Clause 11— 

“The Lord Chancellor, with the approval of | 
the Treasury, may make rules for regulating | 
the office of public trustee and carrying into | 
effect this Act.” 


He was not aware that hitherto any 
money coming into the Court of Chancery | 
could go to any bank other than the 
Bank of England, and he thought they 
might safely rely that money under the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery in 
future would naturally flow into that 
bank. He thought he might refer to | 
the manner in which the Chancellor of | 
the Exchequer received the Bill when | 
it was brought forward. The right hon. 
Gentleman actually anticipated that the 
money coming into official hands would 
come under control in the same way 
as other funds—that on being trans- | 
ferred to the Court of Chancery and 
more or less to the Bank of England | 
it would be invested in Consols and other | 
securities which were all very well in| 
their way. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- | 
CHEQUER (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, | 
Worcestershire, E). I beg the hon. 
Member’s pardon. I said nothing at all 
to support his contention. 


lat any rate it would be so. 
| the community generally were sufficiently 
aware of the difficulties now in the way 
| of banking. 


| be a considerable diminution 
| resources. 
| would be they had only to look back to 


| direction 


/in an easier way. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No. 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER said that 
He thought 


Municipal authorities came 


/into competition with the banks with 
| their short loans and the high terms 
| they were able to 


offer. With this 


large amount of trust money going out 


of the hands of the banks there would 
of their 
As showing how serious that 


the time of the South African War and 


| remember to what an extent our balances 


indicated that we were indebted to for- 
eign communities. A testator could 


provide in his will for the appointment 


of an accountant or solicitor to manage 
the affairs of the trust, and a definite 
could be given that there 
should be a regular audit of the trans- 
actions. This Bill would entirely over- 
ride that, take away the direction of 
the testator, nullity the wishes of the 


| testator, and place the whole control of 


the trust in the hands of the public 
trustee. He had watched with pleasure 
how officialism had been removed out 
of the transactions of trusts. They all 
knew pretty well how ir the management 
of trusts one relative did not agree with 
another, and how, when an estate went 
into the Court of Chancery, the litigation 
was expensive. His experience and that 
of many other lawyers was that it was a 
very long time before the money came out 
of the Court of Chancery. It frequently 
happened that a testator thought he 
iad left his children a comfortable 


| income on which to live, but the children 
| found when the estate came out of the 
/Court of Chancery it was immensely 


diminished. He was glad to say that 
for some time, thanks to the ability of 


'the Lord Chancellor and the legal pro- 


been administered 
There was now no 


fession, trusts had 


“necessity to put the whole of the estate in 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER said he | 
thought when the Bill was brought in | 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was | 


VOL. CXLVIUTI. [Fourta Series. ] 


Court. Any small question could be 
brought up and dealt with at small ex- 
pense. It was now proposed to take 
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a retrograde step. They were now | 
setting brother against brother, and | 
enabling them to say that they would | 
go to the public trustee. In that way 
they were going back to the process which 
for many years they had got out of. 
They ought to endeavour as far as possi- 
ble to keep the management of trusts and 
settlements where they had it now. The 
Judicial Trustees Act of 1896 was a most 
valuable measure. It gave everyone 
the right to have a judicial trustee. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
really dealing with the whole question, 
He ought to confine himself to the par- 
ticular clause. 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER said he ac- 
cepted that direction. He did not think 
this measure would be for the benefit of 
the community. They should carry out 
that form of administering estates which 
had been so well developed during the 
past few years. He hoped the House 
would accept the clause he now sub- 
mitted. He was quite certain that it 
would render the Bill much more easy to 
work and much more palatable to the 
beneficiaries of trust estates. He begged 
to move. 


A clause (Employment of solicito:s 
and banks and accountants). 


‘In page 4 after Clause 10, to insert the 
following clauses :—* Where a testator, settler, 
or other creator of any trust directs or 
authorises the employment of any parti- 
cular solicitor or firm of solicitors or bank, 
or accountant or firm of accountants, or 
where either the co-trustee of the public 
trustee, or the persons appearing to the 
public trustee jto be for the time being en 
titled to the income of the trust, or if they 
are infants, their guardians, require the em- 
ployment of any particular solicitor, or firm 
of solicitors, or bank or accountant, or firm 


of accountants, that solicitor, or firm of solicitors, | 


or bank, or accountant or firm of accountants, 
shall be employed as the solicitor or bank, or 
accountant to the trust, unless removed for 
good cause by the Court upon the application 
of the public trustee, or of any person appearing 
to the Court to be interested in the trust. 


‘Where it appears tc the public trustee 
that any solicitor, or firm of solicitors, or bank, 
or accountant or firm of accountants, has been 
ordinarily employed in matters connected with 
any trust he may, on the application or with 
assent of any of such persons as appear to him to 
be principally interested in the income of the 
trust. for the time being employ such. solici- 
tor, or firm of solicitors, bank, or accountant 
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or firm of accountants, as the solicitor or bank 
or accountant to the trust. Where a solicitor 
or firm of solicitors «r bank, or accountant or 
firm of accountants, is employed in pursuance 
of this clause the Consolidated Fund shall not 
be liable to meet any liability arising from 
any default of such persons or bank, and the 
public trustee shall not be deemed to have 
notice of any matter merely by reason of such 
persons or bank having had notice thereof.’ ”»— 
(Mr. Harmood-Banner.) 


srought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second 
time.”’ 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple): 
Will the discussion of this new clause 
prevent the discussion of the clause of 
which the hon. Member for York has 
given notice / 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think it refers to 
the same matter, and if the House decides 
to reject this clause that would cover the 
clause standing in the name cf the hon. 
Member for York. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumiries Burghs) 
said he thought the House had a right to 
know what this clause meant, because, 
with all respect to the hon. Gentleman, he 
did not think anyone knew at the pre- 
sent moment. This Bill was brought in 
for the purpose of enabling everybody, 
whether rich or poor, to have some public 
trustee, for whom Government funds 
should be answerable, to administer his 
property on his death, or to administer the 
trust. The necessity had arisen because 
of the lamentable frequency of robberies 
especially of poor people and_ small 
estates which had taken place and which 
had become a public scandal. Under 
these circumstances the House of Com- 
mons passed the Second Reading of the 
Bill without a word of criticism. Not 
only was the Bill on the preliminary 
stages, including the Motion to go into 
Committee for money purposes which 
was moved by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, passed without comment, 
but when it went to the Grand Committee 
there were very few Amendments and 
they were rapidly disposed of. There 
was one of this kind in the Grand Com- 
mittee. Now when the Bill came back 
to the House there were twenty-one 
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Amendments. The Government were 
entitled to credit, and he hoped they 
would have it, for the attitude they had | 
taken up in respect to this Bill which | 
was one for the purpose of promoting 
honesty and not of promoting officialism, 
of preventing dishonesty and not for any | 
purpose at all such as had been suggested | 
on the other side of the House. Anybody 
who knew what the Bill was would 
think it very necessary. The public 
trustee might be employed, but nobody | 
was compelled to employ him. Poor 
people, or families who might have few | 
friends who would undertake the onerous 
duties of trustees, and especially poor 
people who had no educated friends, 
would have a safe person whom they could 
appoint as their trustee to carry out the 
trust safe from the system of robbery | 
which had been going on. 

What did the Amendment propose / 
It did in substance, as the hon. Gentleman | 
truly said, represent what was in the | 
Bill as originally introduced. He _ be- | 
lieved that was most erroneously ac- | 
cepted in order to try and placate the | 
opposition of tie Incorporated Law | 
Society so far as the solicitors in this | 
House were concerned, and also to) 
placate the bankers. In the first place, | 
as to the solicitors, what did this new | 
clause propose ? That when the creator | 
of a trust directed or authorised the | 
employment of any particular solicitor | 
or firm of solicitors, then the public | 
trustee must be compelled to employ | 
them. Was there ever such a thing pro- 
posed in the House of Commons? That | 
they should be and must be employed. | 
And under what penalty? That any | 
loss of money arising from the employ- | 
ment of that solicitor was actually not | 
to be made good out of the Consolidated | 
Fund! Thereby was destroyed the effec- | 
tiveness of the proposal made in the Bill | 
as to the appointment of a public trustee. 
If a man was induced to say in his will 
that the firm A or B might be employed 
as solicitors, then off went the security 
of the public funds. Was it credible 
that a proposal of that kind could be 
accepted by the House of Commons ! 
He was not at all suggesting that the 
hon. Member opposite who moved the 
Amendment intended that; but he 
was sure the hon. Member would not 
dispute the proposition that he had 
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made. The wonder was that anyone 
should have proposed or should support 
such an Amendment. The second part 
of the proposed clause said that the 
public trustee might employ any solicitor 
or firm of solicitors who had been 
ordinarily employed in matters con- 
nected with the trust, on the application 
or with the assent of such persons as 
appeared to him to be principally in- 
terested in the income of the trust. 
Then came the case of the bankers. But 


| he stopped to add that there was to be 


a statutory right on the part of the 
solicitor or firm of solicitors to be em- 


| ployed, unless he or they were removed 
| on good cause shown by the Court. The 
| Court had to inquire and to be satis- 


fied that there was some good cause 
for not employing that solicitor or firm 
of solicitors. They knew, unfortunately, 
that solicitors of the highest reputation 
had been sentenced to terms of imprison- 
ment and struck off the roll of solicitors 
for malversation of trust funds: but 
he was very sorry to say that when 
that happened poor people who wished 
to put their affairs in trust did 
not know it. This proposed new clause 
to allow a solicitor or firm of solicitors 
to have a statutory claim to be em- 
ployed in certain trust busines was a 
thing unheard of in English law. 


Now, as regarded bankers, he remem- 
bered perfectly well that in the Registra- 
tion of Titles Bill—another excellent 
Bill passed by the present Government 
—the bankers were unfortunately in- 
duced to come forward to raise objec- 
tions to certain clauses in that Bill. As 
a matter of fact they did succeed in 
satisfying the legitimate wishes of the 
promoters of that Bill, and their wishes 
were met In regard to the proposal 
in this new clause the bankers stood in 
a different position from the solicitors. 
And for this reason, that they had nothing 
to say in the making of the trust, or in 
the permissive clauses of the will which 
were afterwards to acquire a compulsory 
character. In regard to cases of ad- 
ministration in bankruptcy of trust 
estates, he did not think that anyone 
wished that there should be any such 
restriction as that these funds should be 
deposited in the Bank of England. He 
had no responsibility, except that of a 
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private Member, and he did not know 
whether or not some proposal might not 
be made to the effect that, in practice, the 
public trustee should continue to employ 
the local banker. But everyone was 
liable to failures. What he wished to 
peint out was that bankers were on a 
different footing from solicitors. At the 
same time it seemed to him that anything 
of the kind proposed in this new clause 
was out of the question. Thev might just 
as well sav that a doctor should have a 
statutory right to be called in in the case 
of the illness of one’s children ; or that a 
chemist should have a statutory right 
to claim the right of making up pre- 
scriptions, or that a groom or coachman 
or footman should have a_ statutory 
right to continued engagement. There 
was no ground whatever for this claim, 
and he felt no doubt that the Govern- 
ment would resist the acceptance of the 
Amendment. 


*Mr. EDMUND FABER (Hampshire, 
Andover) said that he had no desire to 
seek new privileges for bankers but only 
to protect rights they at present enjoyed, 
To take a case for example : a man who 
had banked for vears with a country 
bank died and left two executors. In 
the ordinary course they would continue 
the account in the bank where it had been 
carried on not only for that man’s life 
but for two or three generations. If 
the public trustee was appointed solely, 
or with others, what would happen ? 
The public trustee had to carry on 
business according to rules laid down 
by the Lord Chancellor and the Treasury, 
and past experience convinced him that 
the Treasury would formulate rules 
making it necessary for the public offi- 
cial to take the account from the country 
bank and place it in the Bank of England. 
If might be said that the trustee was 
not bound to do this, but according to 
all experience he would do it, although 
there would be no interest on the 
account in the Bank of England while 
in the country bank interest would be 
accruing all the time. The effect of 
this transfer would be serious. In the 


last few years the big joint stock banks 
had been annexing the country banks 
and joining them to their London estab- 
lishments, and it was found that these 
banks collected the money of depositors 
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in the country and loaned it out not 
in the country but in London. The 
effect of the Bill would be exactly the 
same. It would collect money from the 
country banks and transfer it to London, 
and thus trade in the country would 
be crippled, Money was much wanted 
in the country, and country banks 
would not be doing their duty to them- 
selves or their clients if they did not 
resist the transfer of money from the 
country to London. It had been said 
that the public trustee would run urdue 
risk in continuing an account at a country 
bank, but was that so? As he under- 
stood the law, an executor or trustee 
keeping an account at a country bank 
would not be liable in the event of any 
accident to the bank, provided he had 
exercised due care. {n any case the 
isk to the Consolidated Fund could 
not be a large one. He preferred a clause 
which he himself had put down, but, as 
he understood that was shut out he 
would support the Amendment. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said he 
hoped that some via media would be ar- 
rived at inthis matter. No one could con- 
sider the Bill without realising that there 
was danger of official concentration and 
of depriving trusteeship of all kind of 
persona] character. He believed that 
the personal element was very important. 
It was not necessary to utter suspicion 
about corruption. If the matter were 
left as it stood, the House might be quite: 
sure that the money would be banked in 
the Bank of England, and that the 
public trustee would naturally employ 
some solicitor or accountant to whom 
he was accustomed. There was, in 
his opinion, danger in that. There was 
the deprival of personal interest; and 
there might, possibly, be delay, corrup- 
tion, and inconvenience, such as they did 
away with in the old Bankruptcy Court. 
It might be said the matter was optional ; 
but a person with a small interest in 
an estate might hand it over to the public 
trustee. That might occur as a threat. 
The House should not, in the circum- 
stances, provide a concentration ol 
officialism in London. There was a 
great deal in personality in such matters ; 
and, if that view were not taken, many 
hon. Members would be obliged to 
oppose the Bill. He would be prepared 
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to wreck the Bill rather than that the | years, and he could only say that he 


danger he had mentioned should exist. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) said, as the promoter of the 
Bill, he desired to emphasise the fact 


that it passed its Second Reading unani- | 


mously. The Bill was carefully con- 
sidered by the Grand Committee, and 
the clause now 


out because the House 


guaranteed the integrity of the trust | 


funds. There was no desire to interfere 
with legitimate professional interests at 


all. 


valuable information as regarded bank- | 
| This Bill was a remedy for that. Let the 


ing; but the promoters of the Bill had 
no desire to interfere with provincial 
banking. 
an Amendment in this respect on the 


He had no fault to find with his | 
hon. friend, who had laid before the House | 


| 


| 


proposed was. struck | 
of Commons | 


| 


knew of no Bill brought before the Hous» 
in recent years that was more required 
than the present measure, and it would 
be a great loss if for any reason the oppor- 
tunity of passing it was now missed. There 
was no greater loss caused to poor people 
than by the want of someone whom they 
could absolutely trust in the settlement 
of their affairs. There was no greater 
necessity. The number of letters he 
received addressed not to the Solicitor- 
General, but to the General Solicitor, 


| bringing before him cases of a most har- 


The Solicitor-General had put | 


Paper which hon. Gentlemen would be | 


well advised to accept. It met the 
whole case. As regarded solicitors the 
matter was on a different footing. He 
was as anxious as any hon. Gentleman 
to be as considerate as possible ; and he 
had made certain propositions to the 
Committee which considered the matter 
which were rejected. The Paper was 
now crowded with Amendments which, 
if discussed, would render it inipossible 
to pass the Bill. He was not an enemy of 
solicitors or of any other branch of the 
legal profession, but he represented the 
public who had suffered through a long 
series of years by misappropriations on 
the part of trustees. The Attorney- 
General recently stated that there had 
heen sixty cases in recent years, involving 
a sum of £152,000 ; but there were many 
cases which did not come before the 
public at all. It was not the owners of 
large estates, but poor beneficaries who 


were the greatest losers in these matters, | 


especially widows and orphans. It was 
incumbent on the House of Commons to 


of affairs. To put a series of Amendments 


forward now was unfair to the House of | 


Commons. If a via media were adopted, 
it should be one that would enable the 
Bill to be placed on the Statute-book. 


THe SOLICITOR - GENERAL 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) 
said that he had had the honour of 
being Solicitor - General for some five 


(Sir | 


rowing character, where money had been 
altogether wasted either in costs or by mis- 
appropriation, often struck him as pathetic. 


House keep that before their minds and 
not be led astray by the selfishness of any 
class. It was stated that under the Bill 
the various trust accounts would find 
their way into the Bank of England. No 
such idea ever entered the minds of those 
who had taken an interest in the Bill. 
It was never for a moment the idea that 
the official trustee should in any way act 
differently from an ordinary trustee, save 
that as a public official he was fully con- 
scious of his obligations. When that 
objection came to his notice he put down 
an Amendment to the effect that it was 
not the intention of the Lord Chancellor 
to make any rule that all this money 
should be lodged in London banks. He 
put down an Amendment providing that 
the Lord Chancellor was to make rules— 

“As tothe employment by the public trustee 
of any particular bankers who have been or- 
dinarily employed by the persons creating the 
trust or otherwise in relation to the trust 
property. 

If the House accepted that Amendment 
they might eliminate from the discussion 
any idea of creating a great official depart- 
ment concentrated in London. He would 
now pass from the case of the bankers ; but 


ihe thought that hon. Gentlemen weuld 


find a remedy for such a disastrous state | 
pai ; see that the only proper way they could 


take in this matter was by rule, because 
they must have proper rules. They could 
not enact that a public trustee must em- 
ploy a particular bank underall conditions. 


Let them look for a moment at the 
question of the employment of a solicitor. 
He did not believe that any precedent 
could be found for putting into an Act 
of Parliament a compulsory power in 
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relation to private profit that any par- | means a compulsory Bill and they would 
ticular individual should be employed | have difficulty enough when the Bill 


either as a solicitor or in any other 
position. Why stop at a solicitor ? 
Why not put in manager or agent of an 
estate, or. in the case of minors or infants 
whe had been made wards in Chancery, 
why not put in doctor. What was the 
peculiar right of a solicitor in this matter ? 
So far trom having any peculiar. rights 
in the interests of the public, he was, 
above all, the person who should not be 
specially mentioned in this matter. He 
would tell them why. A man went to 
the office of a solicitor for the purpose 
of making his will and the solicitor asked 
whether he might put his name in the 
will as solicitor to the trust. What 
was the result of that under this Amend- 
ment? It was a regular trap. Having 
appointed this man as solicitor to the 
trust and nominated the public trustee 
as executor of the will he lost all the 
benefit of the Act as regarded the Con- 
solidated Fund being liable to make good 
the defaults or misappropriations of the 
trust. He would rather see the Bill 
wrecked than that a trap of this character 
should be held out to people. That was 
the first point. With regard to the second 
part o1 the Amendment, by the very act 
of the public trustee in appointing a 
person originally engaged in connection 
with the trust they took away all 
the benetits of the Act. If the public 
trustee did such a thing as that he would 
be domg what was in fact an act of 
misfeasance on his part. It would be 
the duty of the public trustee never to 
employ either a solicitor or banker con- 
nected with the trust, because by so 
doing he would be taking away the only 


passed. Nobody need employ the pub- 
lic trustee, and he was afraid that a 
great many solicitors would prevent 


-his being employed, but at all events 


security he could give against musap- 


propriation. 


*Mr. EDMUND FABER said that if the 
word * shall” was substituted for “ may ” 
in Clause 11, line 2, he would carry the op- 
position no further, taking into considera- 
tion the words which the Solicitor-General 
had put down for consideration at a later 
stuge enabling a public trustee to con- 
tinue to employ the bankers already 
e:nployed in a trust. 


Str EDWARD CARSON assented 


and said he only desired to say one more 
word, which was this : that this was by no 
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this left to the people that opportunity. 
because what happened in thousands 
of cases was that when a man went to 
make his will the sclicitor said, ‘“* Who 
is to be the trustee?” and the man 
making the will said, “I do not know ;” 
and the solicitor said, ‘“‘ Shall I be?” 
and his name was put in. He knew 
of nothing that had been more disas- 
trous to the public than the system 
prevailing in many offices of the solici- 
tor’s name being put into every will 
and settlement that came into the office 
as trustee of the fund, with a clause that 
he should be entitled to charge legal pro- 
fits. He remembered one case where 
an ex-president of the Incorporated 
Law Society and chairman of the Dis- 
ciplinary Committee of that society had 
been for twenty-five years insolvent 
although he held the highest position 
in his profession. In every will and 
settlement that came into his office he 
put in himiself as trustee, and for 
twenty-five years he lived in luxury on 
the misappropriation of trust moneys. 
There was, in his opinion, an absolute 
necessity for this Bill, and he hoped 
that the House would not persist in an 
Amendment which might cause its 
withdrawa!. 

Lords Com- 


Message to attend the 


miissloers. 
The House went: and, being returned— 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent 
to a number of Bills. ® (See page 625.) 


Question again proposed, ‘That the 
clause be read a‘second time.“ 


Question’put,’ and negatived. 


Mr. SLACK (Hertfordshire, St. Albans) 
said that in proposing the Amendment 
standing in his name he was actuated by 
a genuine desire to improve the Bill. The 
proposed new clause followed the lines 
laid down in the Charitable Trusts Act, 
1853, and simply provided that in al! 
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cases where a public trustee was a joint | 
trustee with any other person the whole | 
of the trust funds should be invested | 
exclusively in the name of the public 
trustee, so that any fear of loss of capital 
in connection with the trust would be 
absolutely avoided; that the public 
trustee should permit his co-trustee to 
have the management of the lands in- 
cluded in the trust ; that power should 
be given for an order to be made to 
transfer to the public trustee the trust 
funds as well as placing in his hands the 
lands belonging to the trust; that the 
public trustee should allow the dividends | 
of the trust to be received by his co- 
trustee ; and that no sale of any portion | 
of the trust property should be made) 
without the consent of the public trustee. 
A similar arrangement had worked admir- 
ably in connection with charities, and he 
felt certain it would wou'd work equally 
wellin connection with this Bill. Hedid 
not think the promoters of the Bill had 
any desire to remove from the administra- 
tion and management of trust estates 
those who were joined wth the public 
trustee as trustees or executors. The 
acceptance of the proposed new clause 
would greativ strengthen the measure, 
and tend toits being more largely adopted 
than would otherwise be th» case, because 
it would give to the public an assurance 
that the trust funds were perfectly safe, 
and to private trustees, if they were 
willing and able to act, some control 
over the management and administration 
of the trust estates. He begged to 
move— 





A clause (Vesting of lands in public 
trustee )—- 


“In page 2, after Clanse 3, to insert the | 


following clause:—In any case where (a) 
The public trustee is appointed (whether | 
by the Court or otherwise and whether | 


as an original or new trustee) to be trustee | 
of any will, settlement, or other instru- 
ment or to perform any trust or duty belong- 
ing to a class which he is authorised by any 
general order under this Act to accept ; or | 
(b) Probate of a will or letters of admunistra- | 
tion are granted to the public trustee ; or (c) 
The estate of a deceased person has been 
transferred to the public trustee for adminis- 
tration jointly with any other person or 
corporation aggregate or sole, then and in such 
case the several provisions following shall apply 
and have effect (that is to say):—(l) If 
sntlicient cause is shown,a J udge of the Chancery 
Division of the High Court, on an application 
hy or on behalf of a private trustee or a bene- | 
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ficiary, may, in his discretion, order that any 
lands or any term, estate, or interest in lands 
subject to the trusts of such will, settlement, 
or instrument, or to which such trust or duty 
relates, or forming part of the estate of the 
testator or intestate or of the estate 
transferred to the public trustee for adminis- 
tration jointly with such person or corporation 
as aforesaid shall be vested in the public trustee 
alone, and thereupon the same shall vest in 
the public trustee and his suecessors for all 
the estate and interest jointly holden by the 
public trustee and such other person or corpora- 
tion without any conveyance or assurance 
thereof ; and no such vesting order shall take 
effect in respect of any copyhold land without 


s> 


| the consent of the lord of the manor, and such 


Judge may direct such periodical or other 
payment as such Judge may think fit to be 
made tothe lord of the manor in compensation 
for fines or other profits which would have 
become due upon death or admittance of 
tenants ; (2) Unless a Judge of the Chancery 
Division of the High Court shall on the applt- 
cation of a private trustee or a beneficiary by 
order at any time otherwise direct. and subject 
to any such order the public trustee shall, 
whether any such vesting order as aforesaid 
shall have been made or not, be deeme:l a bare 
trustee, and shall permit such other person or 
corporation as aforesaid to have the possession, 
management, and control of such lands, or 
term, estate, or interest in lands as aforesaid 
and the application of the income thereof as if 
the same had been vested in them ; If 
sufficient cause is shown a Judge of the Chan- 
cery Division of the High Court on an appliea- 
tion by or on hehalf of a private trustee or a 
beneficiary may in his direction order that any 
securities or other personal property or effects 
subject to the trusts of such will or settlement, 
or to which such trust or duty relates, o: 
forming part of the estate of the testator or 
intestat+ or of the estate transferred to the 
publie trustee for administration jointly with 
such person or corporation as aforesaid, shall 
be transferred to or deposited with the public 
trustee alone ; (4) Unless a Judge of the Chan- 
cery Division of the High Court shall on the 


cy 
(>) 


| application of a private trustee or a beneficiary 


by order at any tine otherwise direct, and 
subject to any such order the publie trustee 
shall allow the div dends, interest, or income 
of such securities, personal estate. or effects 
until the same shall have been transferred or 
deposited with him alone to be received by 
such other person or corporation as aforesaid, 
and if and when the sume shall have been 

trinsferred to or deposited with him alone 

shall, without any fee or charge pay or cause to 
be paid such dividends, interest, or income to 
such other person or corporation as aforesaid, 
or as they shall in writing direct ; (5) Whether 
such lands, or term estate, or interest in lands 
as aforesaid shall have been vested in, or such 
securities, persunal estate, or effects as afore- 
said, shall have been transferred to or deposited 
with, the pubiie trustee alove or not, no sale of 
such lands, term estate, or interest in lands, 
or such securities, or personal estate, or effects 
as aforesaid shall be made except with the 
consent of the public trustee under his seal, and 
no documentrequired for the purpose of effecting 
any such sale (and not being an instrument of 
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transfer of any stock, shares, or securities 
entered in the books of any company or other 
body) shall be valid or effectual unless executed 
hy the public trustee under his seal. Provided 
always that if the public trustee, when re- 
quested hy such other person or corporation as 
aforesaid to give such consent in writing or to 


execute such document as aforesaid, shall | 


unreasonably refuse or neglect to give such 
consent or to execute such document, any 
private trustee or any beneficiary. may apply 
to a Judge of the Chancery Division of the 
High Court for an order directing the public 
trustee to give such consent or execute such 
document, and the Judge may make such order 
upon the application as he may think fit, in- 
cluding, if the Judge think fit, an order for the 
payment of the costs of the application by the 
public trustee. The public trustee shall forth- 
with act in accordance with any order made 
under this section direeting him to give such 
consent or execute such document as aforesaid. 
Save as in the foregoing portion of this sub- 
section is enacted the cousent or concurrence 
of the publie trustee shall not be required to 
or in the execution or exercise by such other 
person or corporation as aforesaid of any trusts 
or powers relating to or affecting any such 
lands, term estate, or interest in lands, 
securities, personal estate, and etfeets as 
aforesaid, and requiring the exercise of any 
diseretion.”’—(.Ur. Slack.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the claise be read a second 
time.” 


Sir EDWARD CARSON understood 
the object of the hon. Member to be that 
where there was a co-trustee with a 
public trustee the former should have all 
the management of the estrte. and the 
latter be a bare trustee not interfering 
in the administration of the trust. If 
that were so it would altogether frustrate 
the object of the Bill, because the public 
trustee would hive to leave everything 
tothe co-trustee. As long as public 
funds were liable for making good 
breaches of trust it was necessary 
that the public trustee should be allowed 
to have actual control. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. SLACK thought his next Amend- 
ment, providing for the retirement of 
private trustees, was essential to the 
proper working of the Bill. By the 
appo ntment of a public trustee the 
position of private trustees would ob- 
viously be so seriously altered that it was 
only reasonable that they should be 


Mr. Slack. 
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afforded some means of retiring if they 
desired to doso. The Amendmeiat pro- 
posed to enable private trustees to retire 
simply by their executing a deed de- 
claring their desire to retire, that deed 
to be an effective discharge of the 
private trustees from the trust without 
the consent or concurrence of any other 
person, The other portions of the clause 
related to the exact method of carrying 
the operation into effect. He submitted 
that in any properly-drawn Bill of this 
kind provision ought to be included for 
enabling private trustees to retire. It 
had already been decided that a judicial 
trustee could not be appointed to act 
with a private trustee under the Judicial 
Trustees Act, 1896, and he thought th’s 
new clause would improve the Bill by 
affording a simple and _ inexpensive 
method by which private trustees could 
retire from their trust when a_ public 
trustee, either by their invitation or by 
an order of the Court, had been 
appointed. 


A chuse (Retirement of 


trustees )— 


privat? 


“In Page 4, after Clanse 9, to insert the 
following clause :—(1) Where the — publie 
trustee is appointed to be a trustee of any 
trust jointly with any privste trustee, and 
such private trustee shall by deed declare that 
he is desirous on the ground of the appointment 
of the public trustee of being discharged from 
the trust, then the private trustee desirous of 
being so discharged shall be deemed to have 
retired from the trust and shall by the ceed Le 
discharged therefrom under this Act without 
the consent of any other person being necessary 
thereto and without any new trustee being 
appointed in his place and notwithstanding 
that after such discharge the public trustee 
will be sole continuing trus‘ee of the trust. 
(2) Any assurance or thing requisite for vesting 
the trust property in the continuing trustees 
or trustee alone shall be executed or done. 
(3) When a deed by which a retiring trustee is 
discharged under this Act contains a declara- 
tion by the trus'ee so discharged to the effect 
that any estate or interest in any land subject 
to the trust or in any chattel so subject or the 
right to recover or receive any debt or other 
thing in action so subject shall vest in the 
continuing trostee or trustees alone that 
declaration shall without any conveyance or 
assignment operate to vest in the continuing 
trustee or trustees alone if more than one as 
joint tenants and for the purposes of the trust 
the estate interest or right to which the 
declaration relates. This sub-section does not 
relate to any legal estate or interest in copy- 
hold or customaryhold land or to land conveyed 
by way of mortgage for securing money subject 
to the trust, or to any such share stock annuity 
or property as is only transferable in books 
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kept by a company or other body or in manner 
directed by or under Act of Parliament. For 
the purpose of registration of the deed in any 
registry the trustee so discharged shall be 
deemed the conveying party, and the convey- 
ance shall be deemed to b2 made by him under 
a power conferred by this Act. (4) This 
section applies to trusts created either before 
or after the commencement of this Act.”— (Wr. 
Slack.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 
Motion made, an1 Question proposed, 


‘That the clause be read a_ second 
time.” 


Str EDWARD CARSON said_ the 
Government could not accept this clause. 
He wished to point out that the first 
section of the Bill specially enacted 
that the public trustee might act either 
alone or jointly with any other person. 
As regarded the retirement of a private 
trustee, there was ample provision under 
the law as it stood at present to enable 
him to do so; and, moreover, he had 
himself put on the Paper an Amend- 
men* to Clause 2 to provide that, where 
the public trustee was appointed, a co- 
trust ‘e might retire from the trust under 
the Trustees Act, 1895, notwithstanding 
that there were not more than two 
trustees. He thought that the gener2l 
Jaw and that Amendment would be amply 
sufficient for the hon. Member’s purposes. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER(Wolverhamp- 
ton, K.) pointed out that the objeci of his 
hon. friend’s clause was to simplify the re- 
tirement of a privatetrustee and to reduce 
the expense attaching to it. The Solici- 
tor-(reneral had urged no substantial 
reason against that. Certainly if a 
gentleman did not want to continue on 
a trust on account of the expense to 
which he might be put, he thought 
they ought to make some provision for 
his retirement. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said the right hon. Gentleman had sug- 
gested that the object of the hon. Mem- 
ber for St. Albans was to simplify the 
Bill. He had read the hon. Member’s 


Amendments, and they seemed to con- 
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sist of nothing but ‘‘ therefore,” “ never- 
theless,” and “ notwithstanding,” and he 
could not make head or tail ofthem. He 
thought that when a gentleman had, 
after consideration, undertaken the 
serious and responsible duties of a trustee 
he ought not to be allowed to retire 
easily. The duties of a trustee were much 
more responsible now than ever they 
were before, because very severe condi- 
tion had been imposed by the Finance 
Act, and trustees might be called 
upon to make good enormous sums 
for which they really had had no responsi- 
bility at all. 


Sir ROBERT REID agreed that it 
was desirable to simplify and cheapen 
the process by which a trustee could re- 
tire from his trust, but he did not think 
this clause would effect that. They were 
discussing the conditions of the appoint- 
ment of a publ trustee and he hoped 
the House would not encumber the B:II 
with collateral matters, which would 
only result in the Bill not becoming law. 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsburv) 
said the real object of the alteration 
suggested by the Solicitor-General was 
that at the present time, if there were 
not more than two trustees and one 
wished to retire, he could not do so be- 
case it was a rule of law that there 
should be at all events two trustees. 
The Amendment would enable a public 
trustee to remain as a sole trustee. 


Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) pointed out 
that where a private trustee remained 
with a public trustee the latter would 
draw a certain fee. Consequently an in- 
justice would arise in regard to a privat 
trustee, who would feel that he was as 
much entitled te draw a fee as a public 
trustee. At any rate he thought it ought 
to be possible for the private trustee to 
withdraw. 


Mr. SOARES hoped the Solicitor- 
General would accept this Amendment 
because some of them, at any rate, were 
agreed that it would reduce the expense. 
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Question put. 


Allhusen, Augustus Henry Eden 
Atherley-Jones, L 

Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beach, Rt.Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Black, Alexander William 
Butcher, John George 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Evans,SirFrancisH.( Maidstone 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
riage Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Harwood, ( George 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noe! 
Allen, Charles P. 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Ambrose, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Jagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Jalcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

dartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Benn, John Williams 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Boland, John 

Bowles, 'T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burke, FE. Haviland 


Burns, John 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Wore. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cullinan, J. 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Devlin,Charle page bli ialway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 





Jordan, 
Joyce, 
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194. 


AYES. 


Helder, Augustus 

Higham, John Sharp 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Leng, Sir John 

Lowe, Francis William 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Price, Robert John 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


NOES- 


Disraeli, Coningsby 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. ( 
Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Elibank, Master of 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
sect = sorge Denison (York) 
Farrell. James Patrick 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Finlay,SirR.B (Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower. Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gartit, William 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.( Elgin& Nairn) 
Goschen, Hon. George Joachim 
Grant, Corrie 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Guest. Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Hardie, J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Heath,SirJames(Staffords. NW 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd. Tottenham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Isaacs, Rutus Daniel 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Aalph 


Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred. 


Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 


Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jeremiah 
Michael 


| Kennedy, P. J.(Westmeath,N.) 


| Lamont, 


Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W. 
Norman 


| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 


| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
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| The House divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 222) 





| Macdona, 
| MacNeill, 


| M* Kean, 
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39; Noes 
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Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kave 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkne »v) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(T — 
White, Luke (York, E.R. 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R.)} 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Woodhouse.SirJT.( Hudder sf’ 
Yoxall, James Henry 


AYES—Mr. 


Soares. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Slack and Mr. 


Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lucas, Col. Francis ( Lowestoft} 
Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
John Cumming 
John Gordon Switt 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

John 

Malcolm, Ian 


| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M 


Milvain, Thomas 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.} 
Morgan, DavidJ.( Walthamstow 


| Muntz, Sir Philip A. 


| Murray, 
| Myers, 


Murphy, John 

Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
William Henry 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col.John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid. 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny} 


O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 


| O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
| O'Donnell, John§(Mayo, 8.) 


| O'Kelly, 
| O'Neill, Hon. 


O’ Dowd, John 
Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Robert Torrens 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury! 
Partington, Oswald 
Pease,Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pease, J. A. (Satiron Walden} 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederich 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Purvis, 


Robert = 
7S 


Pym, C 


Guy 


Rea, Russell & 
Reckitt, Horold Janes 
Redmond, John-E. (Waterford 
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Reid.Sir R.Threshie (Dumfries 
2enshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Edmund (Dund:e) 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
opner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
tunciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Samuel, SirHarryS.( Limehouse 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H.( Renfrew) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 


Smith, Samuel 


Thorburn, Sir 


Tutf, Charles 
Tufnell, Lieut. 


Mr. SLACK moved to insert 
Clause 10 a new clause providing that 
where the public trustee was sole trustee 
of funds exceeding £10,000 in value he 
should give security. It seemed to him 
quite reasonable that they should limit 


the liability of the Consolidated Fund to | 
£10,000 and provide that the public | 


trustee should give security for the value 
ot the estate bevond £10,000 when it 
exceeded that sum. 


Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
seconded. 
A clause (Public trustee to give | 


security )— 


“In page 4, after Clause 10, to insert the 
following clauses :—‘ The public trustee shall, 
within one month after his appointment as sole 
trustee of any trust exceeding the value of 


10.000, or after the grant to him alone of | 


probate or letters of administration in respect 
of an estate exceeding that value, give security 
to the satisfaction of the Board of Trade for 
the due application of the trust property to 
such an amount as shall be the estimated 
amount of the trust property which, under or 
by virtue of such trust or grant, will come to 
his hands or be under his control.’”—(Jr. 
Slack.) 


srought up and read the first time. 


Question pro- 
be read a 


Motion made, and 
posed, ‘That the clause 
second time.” 


Str EDWARD CARSON said he had 
given notice of an Amendment which 
would include among the rules to be 
made under the Bill rules relating to the 
security (if any) to be given by the 
public trustee and his officers, 


{380 June 1905} 
Smith,RtHn.J. 


Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir William Edw. M 
Toulmin, George 


-Col. Edward 


Ure, Alexander 
Valentia, Viscount 


after | 
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Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wallace, Robert 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.SirWilliamH. 
Walton,John Lawson (Leeds,S. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills,Sir Frederick (Bristol,N. 
Wilson, Henry J.( York. W.R.) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. ) 
Wilson-Todd,SirW. H.( Yorks .} 
Woltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Young, Samuel 

Younger, William 


Parker( Lanarks 
(Flint) 


7 


Walter 





Noges—Sir 
and Mr. 


| [TELLERS FOR THE 
| Howard Vincent 
Crooks. 


Mr. SLACK said he would accept 
| those words, and begged leave to with- 
| draw his Amendment. 

| 

| Motion and clause, by leave, with- 
| drawn. 


Mr. SLACK then moved a further 
new clause dealing with the audit 07 
accounts of the public trustee. He 
| thought the clause spoke for itself and 
did not need any explanation. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| Mr, HARMOOD-BANNER seconded. 
| Aclause (Audit of accounts of public 
| trustee). 

| “ Once in every year the accounts of every 
| srust of which the public trustee is sole trustee 
thall be audited and a report thereon made by 
the auditor appointed by the Board of Trade, 
and any beneficiary under such trust shall be 
entitled to attend such audit, and to take at 
his own expense or make copies of and extracts 
from any books or documents of account. ”— 
(Wr. Slack.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed. 


“That the clause be read a_ second 
time.” 
Sirk EDWARD CARSON said he 


thought it preferable to arrange also for 
the audit by rule, because propertyfof 
all kinds, the accounts of which might 
have to be audited oftener than once a 
year, would be dealt with by the public 
trustee. Hon. Members would see that 
under Clause 11 the Lord Chancellor could 
make rules for the accounts to be kept 
audit thereof, and it was’much 





| and the 
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better to frame rules than to tie matters 
down in the way suggested by the hon. 
Member’s proposal. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said this did 
not satisfy him. Before long the public 
trustee would be the nominal owner of 
half the property of the country, and the 
sole control under which he would be 
placed according to the theory of the 
Solicttor-General was that of the Lord 
Chancellor, who was to mike such rules 
as he liked. Did he mean that the Lord 
Chancellor was to consider reles for 
special cases, or that he was to make rules 
apply ng to all cases, whether the velue 
of the estate was million or a hundred 
pounds? Did the Solicitor-Genera! mean 
that the Lord Chancellor was to be left to 
make rules to apply to all cases? 
Tf that was so they would have a hard- 
and-fast rule made by the Lord 
Chancellor. If they rejected this 
Amendment, the very objection which 
the Solicitor-General had to it would 
still exist, because the Lord Chancellor’s 
tule would leave it in the same way, for 
it was not to be supposed that rules 
would be made for every case. The 
experience of this country, and especially 
the experience of the Public Accounts 
Committee in regard to the South 
African War, had shown the absolute 
necessity for frequent and independent 
audit, and the House. not the Lerd 
Chancellor, should decide this. They 
would have here accounts extending to 
half the properiv of the country, perhaps 
more, and it was absolutely necessary 
that there should be a settled system of 
audit. It was far better that it should 
be settled by the House than by a Lord 
Chancellor who, perhaps, might be 
taken from the opposite benches, and 
who might have entirely different views 
fromfhon. Members on this side as to 
meum and tuum. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON suggested 
the omission of the words ‘once in 
every vear’’ and the addition of the 
words after * Board of Trade,” * subject 
to!rules made under this Act.” 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER hoped the 
rules would indicate a period for audit, 


Sir Edward Carson. 
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and he thought the period should he 
once a year. There should be some. 
thing to indicate the intention of 
Parliament that it should not be delayed 
for a longer one than a year. , 


Srr EDWARD CARSON said that was 
intended. 


Mr. SLACK agrecd 


ment. 


to the Amend- 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause, as Amended, added to the Bill. 


Mr. SLACK said it was obvious that 
if there was to be an audit of the 
accounts once a year the beneficiaries 
ought to have an opportunity of meeting 
and considering the accounts. He 
begged to move an Amendment for the 
purpose of so providing. 


Sm A. HELDER = (Whitehaven) 
seconded the Motion. He thought the 
House should have an opportunity of 
discussing the rules to be made under 
the Bill, His own opinion was that this 
was a bad Bill. It was going to deal 
with an immense amount of property 
and interfere with the duties and 
obligations of private trustees. There 
was not a single will made which did 
not involve the carrying out of family 
arrangements, and if these arrangements 
were to be looked after in premises in 
London he did not think it would be for 
the advantage of the family concerned. 
It was very desirable that power should 
be given to the public trustee to deal 
with all questions which arose in Courts 
set up in the different districts. 


*Mr®= SPEAKER: The hon, Member 
is not addressing himself to the clause 
now before the House. He is dealing 
with the Bill as a whole. 


Sir A. HELDER said it was desirable 
when the accounts were audited that 
the persons interested should have an 
opportunity of seeing that everything 


| was properly looked after. 
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A clause (Meeting of beneficiaries), 


* Within one month after the completion of 
the said audit the public trustee an convene 
a meeting of the beneficiaries under the trust 
and the guardians of such beneficiaries as are 
minors, and shall report to them the position 
of the affairs of the trust and lay before them 
the accounts of the trust for the last year, as 
audited by the said auditor, together with the 
report of the said auditor thereon.” —(Mr. 
Slack.) 


Broight up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mea. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket) 
expressed the hop» that the promoters 
of the Bill would not accept the Amend- 
ment. [t seemed to him that it would 
throw a great dea! more work on the 
shoulders of the public trustee than any 
m:n could b» expected to accept. The 
Solicitor-Goneral hid stated that an 
audit might take place twice a year. 
This Amendment proposed that a meet- 
ing of the beneficiaries should be con- 
vened by the public trustee after the 
audit, and that would involve an amount 
of work which no man who could be 
appointed could undertake to do 
thoroughly. He hoped that hon. 
Members would do som»thing rather 
different from what they were doing 
at the present time, and that was 
thac they would facilitate the passing of 
the measure, and not do everything in 
their power to prevent it passing. Many 
who were not lawyers were strongly of 
opinion that this Bill was absolutely 
necessary, and that it ought to be passed 
without any delay. It could only be 
passed by the general consensus of the 
opinion of the House, and the voluntary 
dropping of a number of the Amendments 
which were cumbering the Paper. 


*Smrr HENRY FOWLER said his hon. 
friend the Member for St. Albans had 
acceptedin almostevery cas? the decision 
ot the Solicitor-General with reference to 
the Amendments he had proposed. He 
thought the last remark of the hon. 
Member for Stowmarket was not justified 
in relation to the Amendments of his 
hon. friend. 
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Mr. MALCOLM said he was not refer- 
ring to the hon. Member, but to the thirty- 
two pages of Amendmeats, a large number 
of which had been rejected in Commit tee, 


*Sirn HENRY FOWLER said many of 
these were duplicates, and a decision 
upon one disposed of several. There had 
been during the discussion objectionable 
refleetions upon the profession to which 
he had the honour to belong, and they 
were absolutely unfounded. The fact 
that in fifteen years there had been out 
of ketween 20,000 and 30,000 solicitors 
an annual average of about four convic- 
tions for dishonest practices was an ample 
justification of the honour and character 
of the profession. They ought not to im- 
pose upon the public trustee the duty of 
convening meetings of the beneficiaries. 
What was wanted was that properly 
audited accounts should be sent to the 
beneficiaries. The bulk of the fraud that 
had taken piace had arisen because the 
beneficiaries had been kept in ignorance 
of what was being done. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said _ the 
Amendment was impracticable. It would 
be impossible for the public trustee to 
convene in London meetings of bene- 
ficiaries who resided abroad or in remote 
parts of thiscountry. He would consider 
whether any rule could be framed under 
which copies of audited accounts could 
be sent to beneficiaries. 


Mr. SLACK asked leave to withdraw 
the Amendment, 


Motion and clause, leave, with- 


drawn. 


by 


Mr. SLACK moved an Amendment to 
provide that there should be established 
the office of public trustee for every 
district created for the purpose of this 
Act. He said that under this Bill all 
the trusts in the country would be 
placed in the hands of one public trustee. 
It seem*d to him that if the Bill was to 
work properly it was essential that the 
country should be divided into districts, 
not fewerthan the County Court districts, 
and that a public trustee should Be 
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appointed for each district. He pointed 
out that the passing of the Judicial 
Trustees Act was preceded by an 
inquiry by a Select Committee of this 
House on the subject of the administra- 
tion of trusts, and that their Report 
contained a recommendation on the lines 
indigatedin his Amendment. That Com- 
mittee expressed the opinion that the 
individual who had the management of 
a trust shoula not be one who was 
separated either by official red tape from 
those with whose interests he had to deal, 
nor a person to be approached by formal 
proceedings either of an official or of a 
legal character, and that if all that could 
be offered to the public was an elaborate 
hierarchy of hardly accessible officials it 
would be as well to leave things as they 
were. It was such a scheme as was 
offered by the present Bill. The Amend- 
ment he proposed would comply with the 
findings of the Committee of 1895. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill-- 

“In page 1, line 5, after the word 
“trustee, to insert the words ‘for every 
district created for the purposes of this Act.’” 
—(Mr. Slack.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Str EDWARD CARSON said he did 
not think it was possible to accept the 
Amendment. The Bill provided that the 
public trustee should have branch offices. 
It would be better to have one public 
trustee with branch offices than to have 
public trustees in the various counties. 
Mo:eover, the Committee which had been 
set up had authorised the House to give 
an indemnity to one public trustee only. 
If they were to appoint a number of 
public trustees they might find them- 
selves ina great difficulty. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Strr EDWARD CARSON moved to 
omit the word “ High ” in Sub-seetion 3. 
He said a definition of the word “Court” 
would be inserted in the Bill to show that 
it meant the High Court in some cases 
and the County Court in other cases. 
The object was to provide that small 


Mr. Slack. 
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trusts should be administered without 
going to the High Court. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 15, to leave out the word 
‘High.’ ”—-(.Wr. Solicitor-General. ) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Str EDWARD CARSON moved to ald 
to Clause | the following new sub-section, 
which he had promised in Grand Com- 
mittee:—“(4) The entry of the publi: 
trustee by that name in the books of a 
company shall not constitute notice of a 
trust, anda company shall not be entitled 
to object to enter the name of the public 
trustee on its books by reason only that 
the public trustee is a corporation.” 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 1, line 15, at end to insert the 
words, ‘ (4) The entry of the public trustee by 
that name in the books of a company shall not 
constitute notice of a trust, and a company 
shall not be entitled to object to enter the 
name of the public trustee on its books by 
reason only that the public trustee is a cor- 
poration.’ ’— (Mr. Solicitor-General. ) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 16, at beginning to insert 
the words, ‘Subject to the provisions of this 
Act.’ —(Mr. Slack.) 


Question proposed, * That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sirk EDWARD CARSON: What is 
the object of the Amendment ? 


Mr. SLACK: I thought it would 
make the clause clearer. It is a question 
of drafting. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON’ said lie 
hoped the hon. Gentleman would not 
press it. He would consider the matter. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 17, after the word ‘settle- 
ment,’ to insert the words, ‘or other instru- 
ment creating a trust.’”—(.Mr, Slack). 


Amendment agreed to. 
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Mr. H. D. GREENE said it would be him to consider the point. He under- 
observed that the Bill was drawn in a_ took to go into the question carefully. 
rather peculiar way, and he thought the 
Amendment he was now suggesting would .. RITTONER «a: ; : 
bring all the rules which might be made Ms. BUTCHER said he would a 
under the separate clauses of the Act out that the appointment of a public 


oa trustee was quite a new experience. He, 

er the Publication of Rules Act, 1893. ey 
und F however, accepted the Solicitor-General’s 
suggestion, and would withdraw his 

Amendment proposed to the Bill— Amendment. 

“In page 1, lines 18 and 19, to jleave out the 
words, ‘a general order under this section,’ Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
and insert the words, ‘the rules to be made saith. teat Neacwre:: ‘sale Didiaenes 
ander this Act.’ "—( Vr. H. D. Greene.) ment, Dy leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment agreed to Question put, and agreed to. 

Mr. SLACK said that the Amendment 
which he now moved was necessary if 
“in page 1, line 26, at end, to insert the this was to be a purely voluntary Act 


varda 9 There 2 i stee has ‘ : 
words, ‘ (2) Where the public trustee has been | Which they had been told it was to be. 
app inted a trustee of any trust, a co-trustee - 


may retire from the trust under and in accord. 

ance with Secti > Tr Act, 189: 

tame en esta dagen i Sir EDWARD CARSON, on a point of 

two trustees.’ —(Sir Edward Carson.) order, said that the Hous: had already 
passed words that a public trustee might 

Question proposed, “That those words be appointed in the case of a will or 

be there inserted.” settlement made before or after the 

passing of the Act. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


Mr. BUTCHER (York) said he thought ’ ; oo 
that this Amendment was satisfactory, *Mr. SPEAKER said that the objection 
subject to one point. If the Solicitor- Was good as against Sub-section A of the 
General’s Amendment were carried in its |-\mendment. 
present form, a trustes would be unable | 
to retire except with the consent of some Mr. SLACK said he would agree to 
other trustee. He did not think this! omit Sub-section A. He thought that 
consent should be required if what had where the beneficiaries were entitled to 
been a private trust was converted into a | not less than one-half of the value of the 
public trust by the calling in of the estate, and objected to the appoint- 
public trustee. He therefore moved to) ment of a public trustee, their wishes 
ald to the Amendment the words, “but | should be given effect to. He did not 
the consent of the parties mentioned in | see why the promoters of the Bill should 
such section shall not be required.” object to that. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


Amendment— “In Clause 2, page 1, line 26, at the end to 
| insert the words ‘ (2) The public trustee shall 
“At the end, to add the words, ‘but the | jot be so pall te at sane ag a aa aa 
ne of the — mentioned in such | additional trustee. Where the will, settlement, 
section shall not be required.’ ”—(Mr. Butcher.) | oy other instrument creating the trust or 
| duty contains a direction to the contrary. 

| (Mr. Slack.) 


Question proposed, ** That those words 


be there added to the proposed Amend- | Question proposed, “That those words 
ment.” 


| be there inserted in the Bill.” 
Sim EDWARD CARSON said that} Str EDWARD CARSON said he 
perhaps the hon. Gentleman would allow | thought that this Amendment was 
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:n impossible one. He hoped the 
right hon. Member for Wolverhamp- 
ton would not think he was making 
any charge against his profession, to 
which he was sure he was as much in- 
debted as any one—for, after all, it was 
the discrimination of solicitors which 
helped them along. But he would point 
out that this Amendment wou!d leave it 
oper to any solicitor—and there were 
some solicitors of whom he could say 
things—to puta provision as to payment 
into any will or settlement which he was 
asked to draw. That was most 
objectionable. It might be said what 
were they to do if some man not very 
well off, but still having a little money 
to leave, went to a solicitor and said, “I 
have no friend who will act as trustee, 
will you do it?” That was just the 
thing it was desired to avoid. But take 
the care also of a large estate where the 
trustee died, and others could not be 
got to take up the trust. Was it not to 
be allowed that that trust should be 
adminis ered by the public trustee ? 
Must it go into the Court of Chancery 
and the estate be administered there at 
an enormous Cost. 


*Str HENRY FOWLER said he had 
perhaps more experience than the right 
hon. and learned Gentleman in matters 
cf this description, and he ventured to 
say that he had never seena will or settle- 
ment in’ his life in which there was a 
stipulation that only a certain solicitor or 
firm of solicitors should be employed. 


Str EDWARD CARSON said he had 
seen, and he thought other members of 
his profession had seen, this provision; 
that the solicitor appointed an executor 
by the will, and who drew the will, not- 
withstanding the fact that he was 
trustee, should be paid. 


*Srr HENRY FOWLER said that more 
than eight-tenths of the large estates 
in this kingdom were in the hands of 
solicitor trustees. Did the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman mean to contend that 
solicitors were to be incapacitated from 
acting ? 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said there 
cught to be an option. 
Sir Edward Carson. 
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*Strr HENRY FOWLER said he knew 
it was very uphill work fighting against 
the general prejudice which there seemed 
to be against the profession of solicitors, 
But why was Parliament to step in and 
prevent a testator from having his pro- 
perty managed as he desired? It was to 
treat testators as if they were lunatics. He 
most strongly objected to this attempt 
to give the proposed power to compul- 
sorily deprive a man of the right to say 
who should be his trustee. 


Str ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington. 8.) 
said that the Solicitor-General had put 
the point that where a poor man had no 
friends a soliciter might act as trustee, 
and in the end the poor man might be 
defrauded. The number of such cases 
which took place was very :mill, though 
they had attained unfortunate promin- 
ence. If a solicitor was asked to be a 
trustee—he did not believe that solicitors 
would desire any such office —it was 
because the solicitor was a friend of the 
testator, and then a clause in the settle- 
ment enabling him to obtain reasonable 
costs was a natural corollary. To argue 
from one small particular case to the 
general was neither just, wise, nor ex- 
pedient. To take an instance of how 
little demand there was for officialism in 
this direction he asked how many persons 
had been appointed under the Judicial 
Trustees Act. It was so small as to 
indicate that that Act was a failure. 
The objections raised were not by any 
means purely professional, for the 
London Chamber of Commerce had, in 
the strongest terms, pronounced against 
what it regarded as the uncalled-for 
officialism of this Bill. Take the case ofa 
man with a large commercial estate which 
had been built up at great cost and 
enterprise by one who knew all the 
intricacies and secrets of other firms. 
His solicitor had advised him during his 
whole life, and at times of crisis when a 
wrong step might have meant ruin to 
his business; and yet this Bill would 
not allow such a testator to say that he 
preferred his solicitor to be his trustee, 
and that he would not have the inter- 
vention of an official trustee. There was 
a want of elasticity in the Bill, and he 
protested against the system of officialism 
which it sought to set up. 
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Sir ROBERT REID said that the 
Judicial Trustees Act passed some time 
ago was considered by «a Committee of 
which he was chairman, which had 
tried to make it effective. It met with 
very much the same resistance as the 
Bill now under discussion, and that was 
the reason why it had been a comparative 
failure. He hoped that this Bill, when 
it became an Act, would’ot, however,"be 
a comparative failure. In regard to this 
particular Amendment he was sorry that 
anyone fshould think that it was the 
desire of himself or of anyone else to 
make general accusations against the 
honourable profession of his right hon. 
friend. They had no wish to hurt people’s 
feelings but, it was their duty to provide 
safeguards against fraud. He submitted 
that the proposal in the Amendment was 
not reasonable. 


Publie Trustee 


Mr. BUTCHER said he thought the 
Amendment was a good one. A man of 
sound mind ought to be allowed to say 
how his property should be administered. 
He thought that the Solicitor-General 
was unduly afraid of solicitors. He him- 
self preferred to consider that a man 
who had strong views of his own, and, 
tightly or wrongly, exercised his rights 
and said he objected to having his affairs 
administered by a public trustee, should 
have his wishes respected. They would 
be over-riding the wishes of the testat»r, 
and treating him, in fact, as if he were a 
lunatic. 
interference with the rights of property. 


* Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) said he knew that 
there were many Gentlemen who 
would not give their support to the 


Bill unless they were satisfied that this 
was a purely optional business, The 
Amendment had been spoken of as if it 
prevented a man from appointing a soli- 
citor as trustee if he so desired. But 
there would be nothing in the Bill to 
prevent that if a sufficient number of 
trustees were appointed. The Amend- 
ment declared that, whatever the c:rcum- 
stances might be, if a testator at one 
time in his life had an objection to the 
public trustee, the beneficiaries should 
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join in desiring to make use of them. 
‘The effect would be that for all time 
during the operation of the will or settle- 
ment the public trustee could not. be 
‘appointed. He hoped the House’ would 
generally approve of the action of the 
= and the promoters of {the 
Bill. 


Mr. HARMOOD-BANNER said _ it 
was 7a most “extraordinary thing’ "to 
propose that when a man directed a 
certain thing to be‘done, which was not 
contrary to public policy, that direction 
should not be carried out. It was the 
‘common practice in Scotland to appoint 
a solicitor trustee ; and he dissented from 
the difficulties suggested by the 
Solicitor-General. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, Chester- 
le-Street) said he was in favou rof the Bill, 
but if compulsion were to be applied he 
could not vote for it. He recognised 


_the necessity there was in certain cases 


for a public trustee. but he had the 
greatest dread of all estates coming 
under the control of such an official. 
He could not see why one trustee should 
have the power to appoint the official 
trustee, who would take the narrowest 
view of his duties and harass the other 
trustees. Unless the Amendment were 
accepted the Bill ought to be ovposed at 
every stage. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that un- 
less the Amendment were accepted the 
effect of the Bill would be to abolish all 
private friendship and services and place 
the larger part of the property in this 
country under the feeble, antiquated, and 
stupid administration of a salaried 
official. That would abolish the essential 
principle of private property, and would 
deprive every testator of attaching the 
conditions which he desired to be carried 
out. The interest of the cestuis que 
trustent was often diametrically opposed 
to that of theestate. One of the greatest 
troubles a trustee had was their rapacious 
avidity, while the primary [duty of the 
trustee was to preserve the property of 
which he was trustee. If they gave to 


be debarred from the benefit of this | persons who came after the settler or 
offices, even though all of them might} testator the power to'vary or alter the 
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terms of thedeed or will, they might just 
as well abolish the power of settling 
altogether. The law was bound to 
respect the wishes of a testator. The 


ideal trustee was the man selected on 


account of his friendship and persona 
integrity. Practically they were fighting 
a tendency to abolish the private trustee 
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| Srrk HOWARD VINCENT said he 
hoped the House would come to a 
| decision in the“matter. 


Str EDWARD CARSON said he would 
| suggest that the House might accept the 
| proposal if the words “unless the Court 
| otherwis? order” were added. 


altogether, to abolish arrangements by | 


which men were called upon to render | 
the greatest service one’man could’ render | 


to another, to abolish, a large amount of 
human gratitude and put in its place a 
wretched makeshift which had failed in 
every department of life from the tele- 
phone upwards, which must fail because 


it was wooden and bound by rules and | 


regulations, and which had absent from 


it all those human considerations which | 


were desirable and necessary in the mind 


of a trustee, and which the testator had | 
presumed to be necessary in naming the | 


particular trustees whom he appointed. 


Great as might be the necessity for ap- | 
pointing a public trustee, if he was to be 
appointed without some such restriction | 


as this Amendment proposed to make, | 


his appointment would be a most un- 
mitigated curse to the country. 


Mr. PERKS said it had been his lot for 
many years to see numerous cases of 
great enterprises carried out by men who 
knew that if they ever passed into the 


control of a public official they would be | 


destroved. Public officials were wanting 
in business instincts and capacity for 
carrying on successfully great industrial 
enterprises, and he could imagine no 
more certain method of paralysing such 
enterprises than to allow the men who 
were building them up to know that it 
was open to a few discontented hene- 


ficiaries under their wills to fling the whole | 
of their business affairs into the care of 
some young barrister or accountant 
nominated by the Lord Chancellor, 

Mr. Gibson Bovles. 


| Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) said it was stated that a 
/dead man had nothing to do with his 
_ business; but he was the man who by 
| his industry and talent had amassed the 
| fortune which was to-be administered. 
'In many cases he had brought the 
| property to a stage in which he knew 
unless it were administered in a certain 
iway the result would be disastrous. 
| How could a public trustee know all the 
Various duties that would have to be 
carried out? It was impossible that 
oneman could have all the necessary infor- 
mation. It would be disastrous to busie 
ness if a testator were to feel that after 
his death his affairs could not be carried 
on in the way he had arranged. He 
had no hesitation in saying that he 
would prefer to see the Bill destroyed 
altogeth>r if it was not to be a permissive 
Bill. Otherwise, it would not be 
for the advantage of the country. It 
would be a piece of officialism; and he 
certainly would vote for the Amendment. 


Sre A. HELDER said he could not see 


the objection to a solicitor to an estate 


being continued in association with its 
management as one of the trustees. 
In many cases it was absolutely neces- 
|sarv that one of the trustees should 
| be a solicitor in order that the wishes 
‘of the testator might be carried out. 
Therefore, why should not a testator 
appoint a solicitor as a trustee at 


& proper remuneration. He — was 
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astonished at the suggestion that, 


even if a trustee worked from morning 
to ‘night, he should have no remunera- 


public to choose in respect to their own 
affairs men, whom, he believed, as a class 
were of the highest character. He 


tion. A testator ought to have a/thought that to interfere with the 
perfect right to give any directions he} management of men’s private affairs 
thought proper; and he would therefore | more than was absolutely necessary 


support the Amendment. would be a mistake; private enterprise, 
private eXertion and initiation, which 
were the life of this country, would be 
destroyed. Let them by all means 


introduce a Government official, but do 


Mr. SLACK said he was quite willing 
to accept the suggestion of the Solicitor- 


General. 
not let them go beyond that. He 


thought the Bill would be much im- 


Amendment proposed to the proposed : 
proved by the insertion of this Amend- 





Amendment— 


“At the end, to add the words ‘unless the 


Court otherwise order.’ — 


(renerad, ) 


CotonEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire 


Newton) said this Amendme 
directed to securing the | 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noe! 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) | 
Bartley, Sir George C. 'T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichael Hicks 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. Bb. 
Benn, John Williams 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland,John 

srodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, KE. Haviland. 

Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 

Buxton, NE.(York,N.RWhitby 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell,J.H.M.( DublinUniv. 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, isir Charles William 








ment. 


(Mr. Solicitor- | 


> 


| 
| 
nt was simply | 
| 
} 


iberty of the | 55. 
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Chamberlain, RtHin.J.A.( Wore. 


Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
| Cogan, Denis J. 
| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


| Channing, Francis Allston 
| 


there added. 


bed 


The House divided :— Ayes, 213 
(Division List No. 223.) 


| 


Question put, “That those words be 


be 


Fowler, Kt. Hon. Sir Henry 


} Furness, Sir Christopher 


(irant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 


| Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
| Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 


Corbett, 'T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies,M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hon.SirJoseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 

1) vegan, P. C. 

! oxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 


| 


Hammond, John 
Hardic,J. Keir( Merthyr ydvil) 


| Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 
| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd.,'Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Hry. Cocil 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 


| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


Fergusson, Kt.Hu.SirJ.(Mane’r. | Kennaway,Rt. Hon. Sir JohnH. 


Ffrench, Petor 
Flynn,* James Christopher 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S. W. 


| 


Kennedy, P.J. (Westmeath,N.) 
Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 
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Kitson, Sir James 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Lamont, Norman | 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth) 
Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Kean, John 

Malcolm, Ian 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. . 

Murphy, John 

Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan,Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal (‘Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O'Connor, James(Wicklow,W.) | 

; Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 


O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Dowd, John 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander William 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLyn" 
Brassey, Albert 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Bull, William James 
Cameron, Robert 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Mancr) 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Ellice, CaptEC (S. Andrw’sBghs 





{COMMONS} 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. 


Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Purvis, Robert 

Rea, Russell 


| Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Reid,Sir R. Threshie (Dumfries 


| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 


Ridley, 8S. Forde 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 


| Roche, John (Galway, East) 


Runciman, Walter 

Russell, ‘I’. W. 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart,SirH.( Renfrew) 


| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Slack, John Bamford 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


NOES. 


| Evans,SirFrancisH. (Maidstone 


Faber, George Denison (York) 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
FitzGerald,Sir,Robert Penrose 
Gardner, Ernest « ¢ . ¢ 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, Hon §. F. Ormsby 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 


| Hendersen,SirA.(Stafford,W.) 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Leveson-CGower, FrederickN.S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Myers, William Henry 

Pease, HerbertPike (Darlington 
Perks, Robert William 
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Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord( Lancs.) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Ure, Alexander 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton John Lawson(Leeds,S.) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, ArthurgWalters (N. Dorset 
Wilson, Henry J (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd,SirW. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. KE. R.( Bath) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T.( Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Howard Vincent and Mr. 
Crooks. 


Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Price, Robert John , , 
Rickett, J.yCompton - 
Litchie, Rt. Hon.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (ition 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seton-Karr, Sir Henry 

Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C, E.(Taunton) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Noxrs—Mr. 
and Mr. 


TELLERS VOR 'THE 
Edmund Faber 
Allhusen. 


Words, as amended, inseried in the ; objected to by any persons beneficially entitled 
whether for life or in remainder or otherwise 
and whether absolutely or contingently to not 


Bill. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


less than one-half in value of the trust property, 


“* At the end of the last Amendment to insert | or if they are infants by their guardians, unless 
the words, ‘(b) Where the appointment ix 


the Court otherwise order.’ ”—(Mr. Slack.) 
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Sir EDWARD CARSON suggested it 
should be moved in the same manner as 
the previous Amendment, with the addi- 


(30 June f905} 


tion of the words at the end ‘‘ unless the 


Court otherwise order,” 


and Executor Bill. 698 


| have so great a power given to them, as 
their interests were directly opposed to 
that of the trustee. 


Question put, “That those words be 
there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. SLAOK accepted the suggestion. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES expressed the 
opinion that the beneficiaries should not , 36. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Allen, Charles P. 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bartley, Sir George C. 'T.s 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMichaelHicks 
Benn, John Williams 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bull, William James 

Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 


Buxton, N.E.(York, NRWhitby | 


Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Worc. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Rt.Hon. Sir John,U.K. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 


AYES. 


Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Devlin,Charles Ramsay(Galway 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hon.SirJoseph C. 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 


' Duncan, J. Hastings 


Elibank, Master ot 


| Ellice,CaptEC(S. Andrw’s Bghs 


Ellis, John Kdward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel 'T’., (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mance’r. 
Ffrench, Peter 

FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


| Flynn, James Christopher 


Foster, Philip 8.(Warwick,S.W. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


| Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard, b. 


Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd@’nderry 
Hammond, John 

Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


| Higham, John Sharp 
| Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 


Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 


| Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 


Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 


Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


| Jordan, Jeremiah 


Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson_E. 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 213; Noes, 
(Division List No 224.) 


~ 


Kennedy, P. J (Westmeath,N. 
Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis, 

Kitson, Sir James, 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, SirJoseph(Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickNS. 
Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah ; 
M‘Calmont, Colonel James 
M‘Kean, John 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Mitchell,Edw.(Fermanagh, N.) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) 
Mooney, John J. 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murphy, John 

Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
‘) Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Donnell, Jobn (Mayo, S.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Perks, Robert William 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Purvis, Robert 
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Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) | 
Reid, James (Greenock) 

Reid, SirR.Threshie (Dumfries 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, 8. Forde 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, ‘Il’. W. 
Samuel,SirHarrys.( Limehouse 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart,SirH.( Renfrew) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 


‘Luff, Charles 


Wallace, 
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| Sloan, Thomas Henry 

| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

| Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 

| Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset) 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Sullivan, Donal 
Tennant, Hardld John 

| Thomson, F. W. (York,\W. R.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter} 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. | 
Toulmin, George | Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 


| Ure, Alexander 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 

Robert 

Walton, John Lawson(Leeds,S. ) 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 

Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 


of the House. 
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| Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Whiteley, George (York,W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, ArthurWalters(N. Dorset 

| Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E,R,) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 

| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

| Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N.) 

| Wilson-'Todd,SirW.H. (Yorks.) 


Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS* FOR THE AYES—NSir 
| Howard Vincent and Mr. 
| Crooks. 


NOES, 


Allhusen, AugustusHenry Eden 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Black, Alexander William 
Bowles,.'T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Houston, 


And, it being after half-past Five ofthe | which were suggested to him. 


Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A.(Statlord,W). 
Aobert Paterson 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francs William 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth ) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Myers, William Henry 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Rickett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John Bryn (Wition) 
Robinson, Brooke 

| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 

| Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

| Spear, John Ward 

| Taylor, Austin (East ‘Toxteth) 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 


Seymour Ormsby-Gore and 
Mr. Harmood-Banner. 


In the 


clock, further consideration of the Bill, | circumstances, he respectfully suggested 


as amended, stood adjourned. 


Bill, as amended, to be further con- 
sidered upon Friday next. 


—_—— --~ 


WAR STORES (COMMISSION) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. | 


Order for the Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question propos-d, 
“That the Bill be now read a secord 


time.” 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs) said that, at the request of his 
right hon, friend the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion, he had met the Attorney-General 
with regard to the Bill, and the Attorney- 


General had inserted all the Amendments | 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


|that the Second Reading of the Bill 


should be allowed, and any objection to 
its proposals could be raised in Committee. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said that, notwithstanding the strong 
view which some of his friends enter- 
tained of the Bill, they would withdraw 
their objection in deference to the wish 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman. 


Read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next, 


Whereupon “Mr. SpeAKeR adjourned 
the House without Question put, in pur- 
suance of Standing Order No, 3. 


Adjourned at twenty-one minutes 
Lefore Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 
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SAT FIRST. 
The Lord Bowes (E. Strathmore and 
Kinghorne) sat first in Parliament after 
the death of his father. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
ertificate from the Examiners that the 
Standing Orders applicable to the 
ollowing Bill have been complied with :-- 
south Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas and 
Coke Company [H.L.]. 


And also the Certificate that the 
Standing Orders have not been complied 
with in respect of the Petition for the 


* following Bill:—Dover Harbour. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


Dover Harbour—(Petition for Bill). 
Examiners’ Certificate of non-compli- 
ance with the Standing Orders referred to 
the Standing Orders Committee on 
Thursday next. 


Dublin United Tramways Bill. The 


¢ CHAIRMAN OF CommMiIrrEEs informed the 


House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn. The order made on 
Tuesday last discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill [H.u.]. Reported from the Select 
(mmittee with Amendments, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House To-morrow. 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate | 


Bill [u.L.]. Committed. 

Newry, Keady, 
Railway Bill; London County Council 
(General Powers) Bill; North British 
Railway (General Powers) Bill; Shrop- 
shire, Worcestershire, and Staffordshire 
Electric Power Bill; Great Northern 
Railway (Ireland) Bill; London County 


VOL. CXLVIII. [Fourru Szrrss.] 


{3 Jury 1905} 


| Council 


and Tynan Light | 


Bill Business. 


(Money) Bill; Metropolitan 
Electric Tramways Bill. Moved, That 
the order made on the 16th day of March 
last, “ That no Private Bill brought from 
the House of Commons shall be read a 
second time after the 27th day of June 
next,” be dispensed with, and that the 
Bills be now read 2*; agreed to. Bills 
read 2* accordingly. 
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Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light 
Railway Bill. Committed. 

London County Council (General 
Powers) Bill; North British Railway 


(General Powers) Bill. Committed. The 
Committees to be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection. 


Shropshire, Worcestershire, and Staf- 
fordshire Electric Power Bill. Com- 
mitted. 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) 
Bill. Committed. The Committee to 
be proposed by the Committee of Selec- 
tion. 


London County Council (Money) Bill; 
Metropolitan Electric Tramways Bill. 
Committed. 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Cor- 
poration Bill [u.u.]. Read 3*. Amend- 
ments made Bill passed, and sent to 
the Commons. 


County Council (General 
Powers) Bill. Standing Order Ne. 93 
considered (according to order), and 
dispensed with, with respect to a Peti- 
tion of the Electrical Contractors’ As- 
sociation and others. Leave given to 
present the said Petition. 


London 


Malvern Water Bill. Brought from 
the Commons; read 1*; and referred 
to the Examiners. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill; Highland Railway Bill. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


Great Northern Railway Bill. Re- 
turned from the Commons with the 


_Amendments agreed to. 


2B 





793 Imports from 


No. 16) Bill (No. 115); Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill 
(No. 116); Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill (No. 117); Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill 
(No. 118); Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 6) Bill (No. 119); Brought 
from the Commons and read 1*; to be 
printed ; and referred to the Examiners. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
FISHERIES (SCOTLAND). 
Twenty-third Annual Report of the 
Fishery Board for Scotland, being for 


the year 1904. Part III. Scientific 
Investigations. 
BOARD OF, AGRICULTURE AND 


FISHERIES (AGRICULTURAL STAT- 
ISTICS, 1904). 

Report on the agricultural returns 
relating to acreage and produce of crops 
and number of live stock in Great Britain, 
with summaries for the United Kingdom, 
British possessions, and foreign countries, 
and particulars of prices, imports, and 
exports of agricultural produce. 


EXPLOSIVES ACT, 1875. 
Twenty-ninth Annual Report of His 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Explosives, being 
their Annual Report for the year 1904. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND TRAVERS’ 
FOUNDATION. 

Statement of estimated income and 
expenditure of Greenwich Hospital and 
of Travers’ Foundation, for the year 
1905-1906. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 


Thirtieth Annual Report of the Public 
Works Loan Board, 1904-1905 (with 
Appendices). 


PACIFIC CABLE ACT, 1901 (ACCOUNT 1904- 
1905). 


Account showing the money issued 
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Local Government Provisional Order 
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borrowed, and securities created under 
the said Act, to the 3lst March, 1905; 
together with report of the Chairman of 
the Pacific Cable Board. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF CAM- 
BRIDGE). 

Order made by the County Council 
of the county of Cambridge redividing 
the Eastern District of the county into 
polling districts. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


IMPORTS FROM BRITISH COLONIES. 

Return respecting. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Address of this day), 
and to be printed. (No. 120.) 





SHIPOWNERS’ NEGLIGENCE (REMEDIES) 
BILL. 

Brought from the Commons and read 
1*; to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Tuesday the llth instant (The Lord 
Ludlow.) (No. 113.) 


Mr. SPEAKER’S RETIREMENT BILL. 

Brought from the Commons and read 
1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* to- 
morrow (The Marquess of Lansdowne). 
(No. 114.) 


IMPORTS FROM BRITISH COLONIES. 

THE Earb or PORTSMOUTH rose to 
call attention to the declarations made 
by members of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment with regard to a Colonial Con- 
ference ; and to move for a Return giving 
the average wholesale price in the month 
of June and December in each year from 
1890 to 1904, inclusive, of the following 
articles imported from British Colonies: 
wheat, oats, frozen beef, lamb and mutton, 
butter, cheese, and wool. 


He said: My Lords, we have had a 
good many what are called fiscal debates 
in this House, and I do not know that 
they have brought us very much nearer 
obtaining any exact appreciation of the 
condition of things. I am very anxious 
that I should dissociate any remarks that 
I make from Party feeling, and I think 
that at the present moment we are ina 


from the Consolidated Fund under the | position to consider this question in @ 
provisions of the Pacific Cable Act, 1901, | somewhat less excited way than we were 
In the first place the 


and the money received, expended, and | some time ago. 
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country has, I think, made up its mind 
that it will not be rushed in regard to 
this question. I do not think there is 
any feeling at the present moment, such 
as Mr. Chamberlain’s speeches would 
induce, that we are on the verge of an 
Imperial. crisis. In fact, the country 
is perfectly prepared to consider this 
question of a Colonial Conference and 
colonial preference in a quiet and calm 
way; and the important thing is that 
every means should be taken to place the 
public in possession of such facts as would 
enable them to arrive at a sound and just 
conclusion. 


Whether this question of colonial pre- 
ference is to be discussed at the usual 
Colonial Conference which takes place 
next year or at a special Colonial Con- 
ference, seems to me to be in itself a 
matter of less importance than the fact 
that a statesman of Mr. Chamberlain’s 
position has brought forward distinct 
and definite proposals which must now 
be taken to hold the field. I am quite 
sure that whether or not the conference 
considers this question, the people of this 
country will not be bound by any decision 
of the conference any more than the 
people of the Colonies. I would refer 
for a moment to the statements which 
have been made by the representatives 
of Canadian manufacturers who have 
been in this country. I do not want 
to trouble your Lordships with any long 
extracts from speeches, but I am sure 
you will agree with me that it is eminently 
satisfactory to find language of the kind 
I shall quote, used by Mr. George on 
behalf of the Canadian manufacturers who 
are over here. Mr. George, who is 
President of the Canadian Manufacturers’ 
Association, said on a recent memorable 
occasion, namely, at the luncheon given 
at Tilbury by the London Dock Company, 
that— 

“ Tariff or no tariff, they were British for all 
time.” 

And, again, at the dinner of the London 
Chamber of Commerce, he said— 

“Canada would not think of pressing the 
mother country to grant what the mother 
country did not think beneficial to herself. 
Whatever happened, Canadians from the At- 
lantic to the Pacific would desire no national 
life outside the British Empire, for no separate 
existence, however splendid, could compare 
with that which awaited them as citizens of 
that mighty federation.” 


{3 Jury 1905} 
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There is, therefore, no reason to raise 
this question of a Colonial Conference 
as a political programme, or to bring 
it into the arena of Party politics, where 
it becomes almost impossible to dis- 
entangle what is economic from what 
is political in the figures and arguments 
presented ; but I do wish to impress 
upon your Lordships the fact that the 
public ought to know very clearly and 
definitely, before they agree to or accept 
proposals such as have been put forward 
by Mr. Chamberlain and which deservedly 
carry great weight having been put for- 
ward by so distinguished a man, what 
effect the proposals will have upon open 
ing out, which I take to be the guid pro 
quo, the Colonial markets, and, also, 
what effect they will have upon the 
question of the taxation of our food. 


We ought to bear in mind what the 
effect has been upon British imports 
into the Colonies of the existing prefer- 
ence which was given in 1897. I do not 
wish to argue whether that preference 
has done all that it was expected to do ; 
I do not wish to say anything against 
that preference ; I only want to mention 
this fact, that, whatever may be the 
effect of that preference, it has still left 
the tariffs of the Colonies very protec- 
tionist as regards us. The duty col- 
lected on British dutiable imports into 
Canada since the preference of 1897 
averages over 25 per cent. ; and, putting 
dollars into pounds in order to arrive 
at a clearer statement, Canadian imports 
from Great Britain have in 1904—the 
last year with regard to which I could get 
a statement—as compared with 1897, the 
year before the preference came into 
force, only increased £6,000,000, while 
the Canadian imports from the United 
States have increased by over £17,000,000. 
Those figures show, and, I think, very 
conclusively, that while we have un- 
doubtedly had some share in the growing 
prosperity and progress of Canada, the 
preference of 1897 has not been such, and 
cannot be such, as to outweigh the 
enormous natural advantages of the 
United States. 

If I take the case of Australia I find that 
the tariffs on imports of dutiable goods 
of British origin amount to an ad valorem 
rate of 19 per cent.; and then, taking 
the other great colony, New Zealand, I 
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find that there the Customs tariffs on 
British manufactures and on clothing, 
blankets, all woollen and cotton goods, | 
and all manufactures of metal have] 
varied from 20 to close upon 25 per cent. 
We, therefore, have to face the fact that, 
in spite of whatever benefits the pre- 
ference of 1897 may have given to us, 
we stil have a very serious and powerful 
tariff wall built up against us in the 
colonial markets. 


{LORDS} 
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out for me that a duty of 5 per cent. 
on South American meat—which, after 
all, would be the competing country 
with Australia—on value declared at 
the port of entry, would equal a little 
less or a little more, according to the 
fluctuations of price, than one-eighth 
of a penny per pound, and would never 
exceed three-sixteenths of a penny; 
but against that, and showing how 
futile a duty of this kind would be, 


‘meat sold wholesale at Smithfield varies 


One word with regard to another view | 
of this question. Let us examine some- 
what cursorily the growth of the manu- 
facturing industries in our great Colonies. 
It is quite true that these Colonies have 
during the last thirty vears more than 
trebled themselves in all the great pro- 
ducts which they would import into this 
country ; incattle, in sheep, and in the clip 
of wool, but, as against that, it must 
be borne in mind that during the greater 
part of that period prices have declined 
nearly 50 per cent., and that that decline 
in price has not been compensated for 
by any corresponding advantage in the 
cost of production, It is perfectly 
natural to my mind that, under those 
circumstances, these great colonies, who 
are not affected by our great difficulty 
of a redundant population, should have 
started manufactures in order to give 
a value to native products. This colonial 
industrial development is now on a 
most enormous scale. The capital em- 
ployed in the manufacturing industries 
of Australia* alone amounts to over 


£60,000,000. ae eae? 


“ 





" That brings me to the point of my 
Return. I presume that the object 
of the policy of colonial preference is, | 
that we should lay the lines of a self- 
contained Empire, that we should, in 
return for a preference given to colonial 
imports, have the great advantage of 
free access to thé cclonial markets. 
We want to know, therefore, what will 
be the effect of this 5 per cent. duty. 
Will a 5 per cent. duty upon meat 
and dairy produce be sufficient to throw 
open to us Australian and Canadian 
markets? I have had the great advan- 


tage of being able to get very careful 
estimates worked out by an_ expert 
on this matter. I am not going to 
weary your Lordships with any long 
list of figures, but I have had it worked | 


The Earl of Portsmouth. 


in price in good or bad years from 23d, 
to 4d. per pound, a fluctuation of 14d. 
per pound, or, in other words, an amount 
equal to ten or twelve times the duty. 
Let me now take foreign cheese, 
upon which it is proposed to put a 
duty of 5 per cent. Foreign cheese, 
with that duty, might pay from 2s, 
to 3s. a cwt., but imported foreign 
cheese will rise or fall as much as £1 
a cwt. in a few months. As a matter 
of fact, Canadian cheese, Canada being 
the chief exporting colony, has varied 
within the last two years from £2 to 
£3 a cwt. Let me take one of the other 
great staple industries of Austr: lia— 
wool, which is, perhaps, the greatest 


| import we should receive from Australia, 


and which we should expect, and the 


' Asutralians would expect, to be benefited 


under a system of preference. During 
the last sixteen years the price of New 
South Wales wool has been as_ high 
in London as 15d. a pound and as 
low as 6d. a pound; and, again, to 
come to the recent years with which 
we have to deal, we see the most extra- 
ordinary fluctuations in regard to the 
production of wool: the average price 
of Australasian wool in London in 1802 
was £11 16s. 7d. a bale; in 1903 it was 
£15 10s., a rise of over 33s. Ihave in my 
hand the report of perhaps one of the 
greatest wool-exporting firms. Speaking 
of last year, 1904, it gives us these most 
remarkable figures— 

“The chief feature of prominence during the 
year just concluded has been the continual ad- 
vance made in the coarser qualities of cross- 
breds, which are now about 50 per cent. dearer 
than at the close of 1903. Medium grades show 
a rise of 25 per cent., and the finer a rise of 
15 per cent., but the great bulk of the wool 
shows a rise of 50 per cent.” 

I quite understand that it may be said 
that if the effect of these fluctuations 
is so great, my argument goes to show 
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that you can put on a 5 per cent. | 
duty without affecting the price of | 
food. I remember very distinctly that | 
during a debate in this House, I think 
it was in April, a little altercation took | 
place between the noble Duke the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
and Lord Goschen. Lord Goschen con- 
gratulated Lord Balfour of Burleigh 
upon having obtained a clear declaration 
to the effect that the Prime Minister 
is opposed to the taxation of food. 
The noble Duke interposed and said— 
“The protective taxation of food.” 


Whereupon Lord Goschen asked— 
“Will the noble Duke explain the differ- 
ence?” 
and the noble Duke replied— 

* No, indeed, I will not.” 

I do not wish to put any conundrums 
to the noble Duke, but I think both he 
and the Prime Minister will find it very 
hard, having put a shilling registration 
duty on corn and then taken it off again, 
to explain how any duty does not bear 
some effect upon the quetions of price. 


But that is not my point this evening. 
My point is this, how does a 5 per cent. 
duty affect the opportunity of the manu- 
factures of this country obtaining a larger 
use of the colonial markets? It is 
perfectly clear, if the fluctuation in 
price 1s so great as to be, as I have been 
able to show, several times the amount 
of the duty, that if you are to put on any 
duty at all which is to break down the 
tariff wall of the Colonies you will have 
to raise the duty upon foodstuffs very 
much beyond 5 per cent. I am quite 
prepared to believe that the noble Duke 
was, so far as he could see his way, 
anxious not to put on any duty which 
would seriously affect the cost of living 
of the poor, and, therefore, | hope His 
Majesty’s Government will agree to this 
Return, which I do not ask for in any Party 
spirit. I do think we ought to know, 
When we are asked to consider this ques- 
tion, what the effect of this duty will be 
upon Australian products, because it 
is perfectly certain that the great manu- 
facturing industries in the Colonies, 
which are not governed, controlled, or 
influenced by the difficulties of food in 
this country, will never agree to admit 
our articles in exchange for any duty we 
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put on unless our duty makes it worth 
their while to do so. I have been in 
communication with the Board of Trade 
and am quite willing to make some 
verbal modifications in the terms of my 


|Motion in accordance with their sug- 


gestion. 


Moved, ‘* That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty for a Return 
showing the average wholesale prices in 
the months of June and December in each 
year from 1890 to 1904, inclusive, of the 
following articles imported from the 
principal exporting British Colonies: 
wheat, oats, beef, fresh (including frozen), 
butter, cheese, and wool.’—(The Earl of 
Portsmouth.) 


*THe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR THE COLONIES (The Duke of Mart- 
BOROUGH): My Lords, the Government 
cannot in any way complain of the moder- 
ate manner in which the noble Earl has 
moved the Motion which stands in his 
name. He prefaced his remarks by 
assuring your Lordships that he desired 
to approach this question of colonial 
preference in, as far as possible, a non- 
Party spirit, and we for our pait are most 
grateful to the neble Earl for the moder- 
ate manner in which he has laid his 
views before the House. The noble Earl 
pointed out that, in his opinion, the coun- 
try is not going to be rushed without 
consideration into a closer commercial 
union with the Colonies, and I can assure 
him that that is equally the view of His 
Majesty’s Government. The policy 
of the Government has all along been 
that ample time and opportunity should 
be given to the people of this country, 
and also to those who reside in our 
Colonies, to examine the question so far 
us they are able, and to decide in their 
own minds whether or not it is possible 
to come into a closer commercial union 
than at present exists. 

The noble Earl furthermore pointed 
out that the people of this country, be- 
fore they could arrive at a proper con- 
clusion upon this problem, required 
ample time to consider it. If he will 
examine carefully the statements of the 
Prime Minister when he laid down his 
policy in connection with the Colonial 
Conference, the noble Earl will see that 
the aim of the Prime Minister has been 
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that this matter should not be rushed, 
should not be dealt with in a hasty spirit, 
but that ample time and opportunity 
should be given to everybody, both here 
and in the Colonies, to form considered 
opinions on the subject before any scheme 
of any sort or kind is brought into 
existence. Therefore, I cannot help feeling 
that the views of the noble Earl are 
really the views of a great number of 
those who belong to the Unionist Party. 
Listening to him this afternoon, I confess 
I thought that he had _ considerably 
modified the views which are generally 
expressed by noble Lords on the other 
side of the House ; indeed, I am not at 
all sure that in the future we shall not be 
claiming him as a supporter of the Union- 
ist policy in colonial matters. Then 
the noble Earl dwelt for a brief moment 
on Canada, and the preference so far as 
it had benefited this country. He 
pointed out to your Lordships that the 
Canada had given us a_ preference 
of 25 per cent., which had sub- 
sequently been raised to 33 per 
cent., and he reminded the House that 
this country had in consequence in- 
creased its exports to Canada by 
£6,000,000. 


Imports from British 


*THe EArt or PORTSMOUTH: I 
do not want to interrupt the noble 
Duke, but what I stated was that, in 
spite of the preference, a duty of 25 per 
cent. was the average duty upon British 
imported goods. 


*THeE Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 
The noble Earl said that whereas imports 
into Canada from Great Britain had 
increased to the extent of £6,000,000, 
imports into Canada from the United 
States had increased by £17,000,000, 
and from that he argued that the pre- 
ference which Canada had granted us 
had not been so great as some people 
supposed. But I think the noble Earl 
entirely forgets one important point in 
examining the imports trom America 
into Canada and those from the United 
Kingdom into Canada. The exports 


which America sends to Canada consist 
largely of raw material, on which, so 
far as I am aware, there is no duty 
whatever ; while British exports consist 
of manufactured goods, the most dutiable 
of all goods entering Canada from this 


The Duke of Marlborough. 
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and other countries. Therefore, it is 


|unfair to draw a comparison between 
| British trade with Canada and American 


trade with Canada. I might, in- 
cidentally, remind the noble Earl that 
the result of the preference granted by 
Canada has been to increase our trade 
with Canada from £6,000,000 to 
£12,000,000 ; and the Finance Minister, 
some three or four months ago, stated 
in the Dominion Parliament that the 
result of the Canadian preference had 
been that the Canadian Exchequer had 
lost over £1,000,000 a year by the re- 
duction of duties on British goods enter- 
ing their ports. 


The noble Earl next passed to Austra- 
lia, New Zealand, and South Africa, and 
concluded by saying that he thought 
there was still a very high colonial 
tariff wall against goods entering from this 
country. I think that is a slightly ex- 
aggerated statement. It is true that the 
tarifis in our Colonies are not low ones, 
but the noble Earl is perfectly well 
aware that for purposes of revenue it 
is essential that the tariffs should exist. 
But I think he has entirely lost sight of 
the fact that not only Canada, but New 
Zealand and South Africa, have given 
us substantial preferential treatment, 
the result of which we shall be able to 
gauge in the course of the present year ; 
and I believe when the figures are pub- 
lished we shall see that it has been of no 
inconsiderable benefit to the commercial 
community in this country. The noble 
Earl went on to discuss the effect of a 
5 per cent. duty. I do not understand 
why the noble Earl particularly selected 
a 5 per cent. duty on manufactured goods 
coming into this country. 


*THe Eart oF PORTSMOUTH: It 
was Mr. Chamberlain’s proposal. 


THE Duke or MARLBOROUGH: 
Precisely ; but I was not aware that 
the noble Earl was desirous that I should 
discuss with him in your Lordships’ 
House the merits or demerits of Mr. 
Chamberlain’s proposals. I understood 
from the Motion that he was anxious to 
inquire into the policy of His Majesty’s 
Ministers, and, although I do not deny 
that the proposal of a 5 per cent. duty 
may be a valuable one, that certainly is 
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not the present policy of His Majesty's | 
Government. Matters of that sort, the 
question of the fluctuation in the price 
of wool coming from the Colonies to 
this country, and whether that fluctua- 
tion will be affected by a 5 per cent. 
duty placed upon manufactured goods, 
should be relegated to the Colonial Con- 
ference for discussion. I do not deny 
that a discussion of these matters may 
be profitable, but to anticipate that | 
discussion in this House will not add very 
much to our knowledge of the problems 
involved, nor do I think it will in any 
way influence the representatives when 
they assemble at the Colonial Conference. 





The noble Earl asks in the Motion 
on the Paper for a Return giving the 
average wholesale prices, in the months of 
June and December in each year from 
1890 to 1904, of certain articles imported 
from British Colonies. I am sorry to 
say that it will not be possible to give 
the Return in precisely that form. We 
are prepared to give him a statement of 
the average wholesale prices in the months 
of Jane and December in each year from 
1890 to 1904 inclusive of the following 
articles imported from the principal ex- 
porting British Colonies: wheat, oats, 
fresh beef, which will include frozen beef, 
lamb and mutton, batter, cheese, and 
wool. I doubt, however, whether, when 
the noble Earl is in possession of these 
figures, although they will be a source of 
interest to him, he will be able to draw 
any definite conclusions from them. 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 


Return ordered accordingly. 


THE RECENT EARTHQUAKE IN INDIA. 

Lorp TWEEDMOUTH rose «To ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for India 
whether any, and if so, what, assistance 
is to be rendered by Government to those 
British officers of Goorkha regiments who 
suffered heavy loss by the destruction 
of their houses, with their effects, at the 
time of the recent earthquake at Dharm- 
sala.” 


He said: My Lords, the case that | 
Wish to bring before your Lordships 
is simple and urgent, and I think will 
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commend itself to your sympathy. 
The terrible earthquake that took 
place in India is still fresh in the 
recollection of all of us, together with 
the terrible loss of life and property which 
was involved. The place which, above 
all others, suffered was Dharmsala, and, 
of those who suffered there, I suppose the 
greatest burden of loss fell on His Majesty’s 
gallant little Goorkhas. It is not the 
general question that I wish to direct 
your Lordships’ attention to; it is to the 
case of the European officers of those 
Goorkha regiments, who have suffered 
in a very peculiar manner, but one which 
certainly is quite capable of being easily 
remedied. Ten of these British Goorkha 
officers have lost their houses, which were 
destroyed by the earthquake. Their 
mess-house and the quarters built by 
the mess for bachelor officers were also 
destroyed. These houses were built owing 
to the Government of India providing no 
other accommodation. The Government 
provided these men with no barrack 
accommodation; they made them no 
allowance for barrack accommodation ; 
there was an allowance made for what is 
called tentage, but a tent at Dharmsala 
is not a very suitable or healthy residence 
for men permanently there, for they 
are subject at one season of the year to 
violent tropical rains, and at another 
season to the falls of snow of the Hima- 
layas. 


The Government of India have them- 
selves acknowledged that tents are not 
suitable places for British officers to live 
in, for when you look at the public 
buildings you find that the stores, hospi- 
tals, and magazines are all of an extremely 
substantial nature. The Government have 
acknowledged the necessity of this house- 
building, because when an officer desires 
to build a house the Government are 
ready to advance the sum necessary for 
the purpose by way of loan. The loan 
is repayable by the officer in monthly 
instalments, and when those instalments 
are paid off the house becomes the officer’s 
own property. The amount of these 
loans is small, and some further money 
is always required to come out of the 
pockets of the officers themselves. These 
houses have been destroyed, and with 
them has gone the personal property 
of the officers in question. To force 
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these men to live in tents is to submit 
them to grave danger of fever, and is 
certainly not desirable for the men 
themselves or advantageous to His 
Majesty’s service. 


What is now being done, as I under- 
stand, is that these officers are, at their 
own expense, putting up wooden huts 
in which to get shelter during the rainy 
season which is now coming on. There 
is no power on the part of the Govern- 
ment to order them to put up these huts, 
and it does seem to me that this is a 
case which deserves the favourable and 
serious consideration of the Government 
of India. I hope my noble friend the 


Under-Secretary will be able to assure ! 


me that it is going to receive that 
favourable consideration, and that some 
considerable effort will be made to 
relieve the officers from the loss which 
has fallen on them, not through any 
fault of their own, but by what I may 
term an act of God. 


*Tue * UNDER-SECRETARY ‘or 
STATE ror INDIA (The Marquess of 
Batu): My Lords, I can assure my noble 
friend that the Government of India and 
the Secretary of State here fully ac- 
knowledge the equity of the case which 
he has presented to your Lordships. I 
may remind your Lordships that the 
Secretary of State the other day gave 
certain information in another place with 
regard to the intention of the Govern- 
ment of India. They have recommended 
a grant of 60,500 rupees towards re- 
building the mess and the private houses. 
They have also made other grants 
towards the mess funds and furniture, 
the regimental institutes, etc. A part 
of these grants will be met by 
sums from Lord Kitchener’s fund, which 
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the families and widows of those who 
were killed, which will be granted on the 
intermediate scale by which the widows 
get 50 per cent., and the children 25 per 
cent. more than the ordinary rate. I 
have only to add that the Secretary of 
State has expressed his desire and in- 
tention of acting under the Royal Warrant 
in as liberal a manner as possible in order 
to relieve the officers and men of the mis- 
fortune under which they have suffered. 
I trust that this information will be 
satisfactory to my noble friend. 


MOTOR-CAR SPEED. 

Kart RUSSELL: My Lords, I rise 
“To call attention to the pledges as to 
uniformity in speed limits given in the 
House during the passage o7 the Motor- 
Car Act, 1903, and to ask why these 
have been departed from in the case of 
Beverley ; and whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board have taken the advice of 
the Law Officers as to their power to 
impose varying speed limits under 
Section 8 of the Motor-Car Act, 1903.” 
That section gives power to the Local 
Government Board in the case of certain 
roads to prohibit or restrict the use ot 
motor-cars upon those roads; and, 
acting under that section, an Order has 
been made in the case of the town of 
Beverley, in Yorkshire, by which a speed 
of five miles an hour is imposed on 
motor-cars for a certain small section 
of narrow road in the centre of the town. 


The first Question I have to ask is 
whether it is within the competence 
of the Local Government Board to im- 
pose a speed limit under Section 8. At 
first blush the words “ prohibit or re- 
strict’ might appear to include re- 


, striction of speed or anything else; but 


has also granted a considerable | 
sum towards the loss of personal! 
property. In addition, there are the 


pensions, gratuities, and the compensa- 
tion for the loss of clothing and equip- 
ment sustained by the Goorkhas them- 
selves. It has been decided also to 
issue free passages to the families and 
widows who have been obliged to return 
to England on account of the earthquake. 
Moreover, there are, of course, the 


questions of pensions and gratuities to 
the injured officers, and also pensions to 


Lord Tweedmouth. 


when you have another section in the 
same Act which provides a twenty-mile- 
an-hour limit of speed all over thecountry, 
and a second speed limit of ten miles 
exactly in certain definite circumstances, 
it seems rather curious to hold that the 
words of Section 8, which does not on 
the face of it deal with speed, gives an 
unexpected power to impose a speed 
limit of a third character. That result, 
I think, was not contemplated when the 


Act passed, and I shall be glad to know , 


whether the advice of the Law Officers 
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has been taken as to the propriety of so , 


interpreting that section. 


During the passage of the Motor-Car 
Bill through this House, when it was 
in the charge of my noble friend Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh, the question arose 
as to the imposition of a speed limit. 
The Bill as originally introduced had no 
-speed limit in it at all, but, yielding to 
representations which were made in this 
House, Lord Balfour consented to in- 
troduce a speed limit of ten miles an 
hour where it was applied for by the local 
authorities, and that provision is now 
embodied in the Act. I think it was 
understood throughout that discussion 
that although there was to be this special 
limit of ten miles an hour in places where 
it was thought by the local authorities 
and by the Local Government Board, 
after inquiry, that the circumstance; 
of the case required it, there should not 
be different speed limits throughout the 
country. I have refreshed my _ recol- 
lection on that subject by looking up 
the pages of Hansard. I find that on 
July 14th Lord Tweedmouth said— 

“Do I understand that it would be possible 
to have over the whole country a patchwork 
of different speeds according to the desires of 


the different local authorities ?” 
To that Question Lord Balfour 


replied — 

“T agree with the noble Lord that the fewer 
variations of speed the better. I think that 
there should not be, except in very exceptional 
circumstances, a very low limit of speed pre- 
scribed. I hope it will be found possible to 
have only one limit of speed in the great 
majority of places.” 


The subject was again referred to a 
week later by Lord Balfour, who 
said— 

“T entirely agree with the noble Lord 
opposite that it is undesirable to have too many 
varying speed limits all over the country. 
There may be special cases where a very low 
speed ought to be fixed, a speed lower than 
ten or twelve miles an hour, but they will be 
very few. We think that where there is a 
special limit imposed it should in almost every 
case be the same limit, so that when a driver 
is within the prescribed points he should 
always keep within the same limit. It would 
be very inconvenient to have a limit in one 
county of fourteen miles an hour, in another 
of twelve, and in another of ten; and the 
President of the Local Government Loard is 
prepared to agree that except in the most 
extraordinary circumstances the limit of 
Speed for special areas should be uniform, 
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and that that limit should be ten miles an 
hour.” 

That bears out the general recollection 
which I had, that there were not to be 
conflicting speed limits, but that we were 
to have a general speed limit of twenty 
miles an hour, and in those special areas 
a speed limit of ten miles an hour, and I 
have not been able to find anywhere any 
understanding, in this House or in the 
other House, that Section 8 was intended 
to give power to the Local Government 
Board to impose different speed limits 
from those provided in the Act. 


In the particular case of Beverley, I 
suppose one Answer may be that it is 
precisely one of those special cases which 
was carefully excepted by the words of 
the noble Lord which I have just read. 
I am acquainted with this locality, and 
made it my business to attend the inquiry 
which was held there by the Local 
Government Board. The road in ques- 
tion is a very narrow one, exactly in the 
centre of the town. I had hoped to be 
able to lay before your Lordships to- 
day exact figures as to the rate in miles 
per hour at which traffic passes through 
there, but I am sorry to say I have not 
been furnished with the figures in time. 
My own recollection is that I have passed 
through in an ordinary fly at a speed of 
eight or ten miles an hour. I think if 
observation were kept on this particular 
place it would be found that no traffic, 
except heavy and slow vans, or traffic 
obstructed by other traffic, went through 
at a less speed than seven or eight miles 
an hour ; and therefore to provide that a 
motor-car, which is the most controlled 
of all the devices which run on the road, 
should go at only five miles an hour is an 
anomaly. I venture to think the driver 
would not be able to make a motor-car go 
at five miles an hour without consider- 
able previous practice, for it is a speed 
which is incredibly slow, and one which, 
if maintained, would lead to the driver 
being hurried on by the police. But 
what I wish to call attention to is the 
imposition, for the first time I believe, 
at Beverley of this limit, and to express 
the hope that these peculiar speed limits 
will not be imposed. They are very 
confusing, and, in practice, are not 
observed, and it is a regrettable thing to 
my mind to impose a legal prohibition 
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unless you mean that prohibition to be 
complied with. 


Lorp HERRIES: My Lords, I 
should like to say a word or two before 
the noble Lord replies. I am very well 
acquainted with the locality in question, 
and probably know it better than the 
noble Lord who has put this Question. 
I may say that this is one of those 
cases in which the speed limit should 
be decided more on the ground of 
common-sense than of what is strictly 


legal. Beverley is rather peculiar in this 
respect, that there are very narrow 


streets all converging on a centre. If 
motors were to go at a great speed through 
these narrow streets I am quite sure 
there would be great risk to the passers- 
by. I was very glad indeed to hear the 
compliment which the noble Lord paid 
to the horse traffic in Beverley by telling 
us that the cabs go at the rate of eight 
or ten miles an hour. I very frequently 
have reason to drive through Beverley, 
and I think six miles an hour is the 
quickest pace at which I have ever been 
driven. We must also remember that 
it is almost impossible for motor-cars 
to keep to an exact speed. If you fix 
five miles an hour, in all probability 
they will go at six or seven. I have 
every reason to believe that motors do 
go through the town of Beverley at six 
or seven miles an hour, and, knowing the 
circumstances as I do, I think that is 
quite as fast as is safe for the inhabitants. 
In the Middle Ages this ancient borough 
of Beverley had the right of sanctuary. 
The sanctuary was situated in the old 
minster; the church lands extended to a 
distance of two miles round the minster. 
That is about the extent of the borough, 
and I must say that I quite applaud the 
action of the local authority who have 
made it a sanctuary in which their 
citizens and neighbours are safe from the 
hostile incursions of foreign motors. It 
is one of the few places, I believe, in the 
country where His Majesty’s subjects 
are quite safe, and I think the authorities 
at Beverley, considering how narrow the 
streets are adjoining the market-place, 
were quite right in fixing the speed limit 
at five miles an hour. There is also a 
very narrow gateway through which 
most of the people entering the town 
have to go, and it would be dangerous 


Earl Russell. 
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if motors were allowed to pass through 
that bar at a quicker rate than five 
miles an hour. I hope, whatever Answer 
His Majesty’s Government may give to 
the Questions of the noble Earl, no altera- 
tion will be made in the speed limit. 


Lorp KENYON: My Lords, I can 
assure the noble Lord who has just sat 
down that the Local Government Board 
will make no alteration in the happy state 
of things that exist at Beverley. In 
reply to the Question put to me by the 
noble Earl opposite, I have to say that 
the Local Government Board have not 
thought it necessary to consult their 
Law Officers as to the interpretation of 
this particular clause in the Act. Before 
the Order was made public an inquiry 
was held, and pieces of the roadway to 
which it applied were inspected by an in- 
spector of the Department. The pieces of 
road named in the Order are all short in 
length, but narrow. The roadway ranges 
from eleven feet three inches to thirteen 
feet, and anything approaching a high 
speed there would be obviously most 
improper. The Local Government Board 
were advised by their inspector that they 
were all places at which the ordinary 
motor traffic might be regarded as speci- 
ally dangerous. Therefore, in this case, 
they made an exception to the usual 
speed limit. The section, as the noble 
Lord rightly says, allows the Board to 
“prohibit or restrict’ motor-car traffic, 
and the Local Government Board cannot 
agree with the noble Lord that the re- 
striction does not apply to speed. It 
seems to them unreasonable to say that 
the natural meaning of the word “re- 
strict’ should be confined at all. The 
word must be held to cover any form of 
restriction, whether it be restriction of 
speed, of hours, or of classes of cars. 
For that reason they did not think it 
necessary to have the section construed 
for them. There has been one other 
case in which the maximum rate of 
speed was fixed at five miles an hour, 
but only one. It should be remembered 
that the section of the Act under which 
the Beverley Order was made was not 
in the Bill when Lord Balfour made the 
observations from which the noble Earl 
has quoted. The noble Earl did not 
‘read one portion of the speech made by 
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Lord Balfour of Burleigh, in which Lord 
Balfour said— 

“The President of the Local Government 
3oard is prepared to agree that except in the 
most extraordinary cases the limit of speed 
in special areas should be uniform.” 


Eart RUSSELL: I did read that. 
Lorp KENYON: Well, we hold 
that this is a very exceptional case, 
and, as such, it has been treated in an 
exceptional manner. I do not think 
the noble Earl can find any fault with 
the Department for attempting to con- 
duce to the safety of the town of Beverley 
or of any other place where it seems neces- 
sary to impose exceptionally low limits. 


Lorp BALFOUR or 
My Lords, I have no complaint to make 
of the quotations which the noble Earl 
opposite made from what I said when 
the Bill was passing through this House. 
i venture to say that most of your 
Lordships will think that in the case 
of a street, such as that quoted by the 
noble Lord who has just spoken on 
behalf of the Local Government Board, 
which is, in parts, only eleven feet three 
inches wide, and is nowhere more than 
thirteen feet wide, it would be unsafe 
for any traffic to go at a speed above the 
very ordinary speed of horse - drawn 
traffic. I do not think it necessary to 
touch upon that, but I do want to press 
this point, that the policy of His Majesty’s 
Government, when the Bill wasintroduced 
in this House, was to do without a speed 
limit altogether. The argument put 
before the House was that the safest 
thing to rely on was the ordinary con- 
ditions of the user of the road, that 
whoever used the road must be responsible 
for the speed at which he went wherever 
he was. I do not think that that was 
altogether a popular argument in this 
House at the time. It was a less popular 
argument in another place, but I still 
think it would have been the soundest 
policy to keep to that. 1 do not think 
that anyone will say that the present 
condition of affairs under the Act is 
altogether satisfactory. I think there 
is a great deal to be said against it. I 
argued then, as I should argue now, 
for the same conditions being put on the 
user of the roads by motor-cars as 
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other traffic; and on the other hand 
it is reasonable, I think, that there 
should be a power restricting the speed 
in really exceptional cases. When I 
used the argument quoted, which, fairly 
interpreted, covers this special case, 
there was no speed limit in the Bill, 
This particular clause, under which the 
Beverley Order was made, was not in 
the Bill at that time, and, therefore, 
anything I said on that occasion, in 
arguing for the Bill as it then stood, 
cannot by any stretch of imagination 
be held to apply to what was put in 
in another place afterwards and not 
objected to in this House when, on 
the subsequent stages, it received your 


Lordships’ sanction. 
BURLEIGH : | 


I am not quite sure whether Lord 
Kenyon did justice to the strength of 
the case, as I understand it, for this 
particular restriction. The noble Earl 
opposite seemed to imply that Section 8 
as it stands in the Act ought not 
to apply to a restriction of speed. I 
understand the argument of the noble 
Karl to be that there is power in another 
clause to restrict the speed to ten miles 
an hour, and that Clause 8, which does 
not place a lim:t on speed at all, but 
simply uses the words, * prohibit or 
restrict the driving of motor-cars,” 
ought not to be applied to a restriction 
of speed. There is nothing in the Act, 
so far as I can read it, to give colour to 
that idea. There is a provision that 
in certain places you are to be restricted 
to ten miles an hour; but, surely, if 
there is in addition to that a power 
given to the Local Government Board, 
after inquiry, to prohibit or restrict the 
driving of motor-cars, it is straining 
language that the word ~~ restrict” 
should be held not to apply to speed, but 
only to something else which is not 
specified. [ do not want to venture 
my opinion on a point of law, but, reading 
it as a mere matter of commou-sense, it 
seems to me that, unless there is some 
provision in the Bill limiting the in- 
terpretation of the word “‘restrict”’ in a 
clause of this kind, it must be held to 
have its ordinary interpretation in the 
English language. I thank the noble 
Earl for giving m2 notice that he intended 
to call in question what I had said, and 
express the hope that I have been able 
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to clearly show that in the statements 
I made I had no wish to mislead the 
House. 


Eart RUSSELL: I can assure the 
noble Lord who has just sat down that 
nothing I said was intended to bear 
that interpretation, and I hope the 
noble Lord will accept my remarks in 
that spirit. I would just make this 
one observation, that the remarks which 
have been made about a road only 


{LORDS} 





eleven feet wide overlook the fact that 
there are hours, between 1 a.m. and 4 
a.m., when, however populous the neigh- 
bourhood may be, the road is not fre- 
quented. 


MOTOR-CARS IN HYDE PARK. 

THe Eart oF ROSSLYN, who had 
given notice to ask His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment ‘(1) at whose suggestion, by 
what authority, or by whose initiative 
Hyde Park has been closed to motors 
and electric cars? (2) on what grounds 
the order has been issued ? (3) whether 
the order is amed at any particular 
section ot society, and, if not, whether 
electric carriages may not again be 
allowed by His Majesty’s Government 
to enter the park during the hours at 
present forbidden to them, said: ‘ My 
Lords, I would not trouble your Lord- 
ships by making any observations on 
this question had it not been that I 
desire, with your Lordships’ permission, 
to withdraw the words “at whose sug- 
gestion”? and “by whose initiative ” 
in the first paragraph of my Question. 
It has come to my knowledge, since I 
put this notice upon the Paper, that the 
prohibition of motor-cars between certain 
hours in Hyde Park has been hastened, 
if not actuated, by some annoyance to 
the greatest lady in the land; and I 
think, therefore, your Lordships will 
agree with me that I should not have 
asked this Question in that sense, for 
there is nowhere where we respect Her 
Majesty more than in this House, and 
regret that any annoyance has been 
caused to her. 


Be the story right or wrong, I at least 
feel entitled to ask the representative 
of the Office of Works upon what author- 
ity the park has been closed to motor 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 
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and electric cars. I have before me the 
Public Parks Act of 1872, paragraph 9 
of which says distinctly that any rule 
made in pursuance of this Act shall 
be forthwith laid before the Houses 
of Parliament, if Parliament be sit. 
ting, or, if not, then within three 
weeks after the beginning of the then 
next ensuing session of Parliament, and 
if any such rule shall be disapproved of 
by either House of Parliament within one 
month after it has been laid on the 
Table, such parts as shall be disapproved 
shall not be sanctioned. This Order 
has not been laid before Parliament. I 
have looked through the schedule, and I 
see a provision in paragraph 6 that no 
person shall ride or drive on any road 
which may be declared unfit for use 
owing to repairs or for any other special 
reason ; but, again, it has to be referred, 
by paragraph 9, to the Houses of Parlia- 
ment. 


I understand that a reply to the Ques- 
tion has been given in another place 
to the effect that the smoke, smell, noise, 
and dirt emanating from motor-cars are 
the reasons why they have been pro- 
hibited. Assuming that there is some 
strength in that argument as applied 
to petrol cars, it surely cannot be sug- 
gested that carriages and broughams 
propelled by electricity give out either 
smoke or smell, or create any noise. 
There is no carriage in the world quieter 
and better fitted to be allowed in the 
park than an electric brougham. | 
would ask His Majesty’s Government, 
therefore, whether they cannot see their 
way to vary the order, and allow electric- 
ally - propelled carriages to enter the 
park during the hours at which they 
are now prohibited ; and I at the same 
time ask under what authority the park 
has been arbitrarily closed to motors 
and electric cars. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Lord Winpsor): My Lords, 
I have first of all to thank the noble Earl 
for having postponed this Question from 
last week owing to my inability to be in 
the House then to answer it. The noble 
Karl has asked me three specific Questions, 
and I think it would be convenient that 
I should answer them as they appear on 
the Paper. In reply to the first Question 
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Ihave to say that it is by my suggestion, 
authority, and initiative that the regula- 
tion referred to has been issued. Inthe 
second Question the noble Earl asks on 
what grounds the order has been issued. 
My Answer is that great inconvenience 
was found by those using Hyde Park for 
various purposes in consequence of 
the noise, dust, danger, and smell of 
motor-cars in considerable number, 
and in the interests of the large majority 
of persons using the park it was thought 
desirable to impose certain restrictions 


on motor-cars in the most crowded hours | 
I confess I do} 


of summer afternoons. 
not understand the beginning of the 
third Question. I had hoped that the 
noble Earl would have given some 
indication tn the course of his remarks, 
as to what he meant by asking whether 
the order is aimed at any particular 
section of society. I do not know 
whether it has anything humorous 
at the bottom of it; but, owing no 


doubt to my stupidity, I am unable to | 
I must say I regret | 
iy | 


discover the joke. 
that I do not see my way to alter the 
rule as it now stands or to differentiate 
between electric and other motor car- 


riages. 


I now come to the question as to the 
rule under which this authority has been 
exercised. The rule under which this 
authority is exercised is Rule No. 1 of 
the rules which were framed under the 
Parks Regulation Act of 1873, and 
dated April 28th, 1904. The rule pro- 
vides that— 

“Cycles, whether mechanically propelled 
or otherwise, and carriages and cars propellec 
or drawn by mechanical means shall only be 
admitted under such regulations as may from 
time to time be framed by the Commissioners 
of His Majesty’s Office of Works.” 

That rule was laid upon the Table of 
both Houses of Parliament, and under 
that rule the regulations in question have 
been framed. I may, perhaps, remind 
the House that many other regulations 
are made under this rule—regulations, 
for instance, concerning bathing in the 
Serpentine, or going upon the ice when 
the Serpentine is frozen over. There are 
all sorts of different occasions when 
regulations have to be specially made 
under the rule. I may also remind the 
House that a case was taken into the 


Courts the other day in order to get aj considerable difficulty. That is 
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decision upon this very point, as to the 
legality of the regulations under the rule. 
The magistrate allowed a case to be 
stated for the Higher Court, and the 
Lord Chief Justice, with two other 
Judges concurring, gave judgment that 
the proceeding was absolutely legal. 4 


I would only add one or two words 
upon the general question. I have seen 
it suggested that this regulation was 
simply the beginning of a series of 
persecutions of motor-cars on the part 
of the Office of Works, and that it might 
be followed by more serious restrictions 
in various other parts of the Metropolis. 
All that I can say is that even if the 
Prime Minister and my colleagues allowed 
| me to act in so unreasonable a way, which 
[am quite sure they would not, nothing is 





more ludicrously far from my own 
intention. Thereason for the regulation 


is a perfectly simple one. It is that 

certain roads in Hyde Park are greatly 
frequented by large numbers of persons 
for riding, driving, walking, and general 
enjoyment during certain months in the 
middle of the season, and, as I have 
| said, the general inconvenience resulting 
| to what I think may most unquestionably 
| be called the very large majority of the 
| people using the parks from the number 
of motor-cars and other mechanically- 
| drawn carriages passing up and down, 
| was found to be so great that it was 
| necessary, within the limited hours when 
| the park was most frequented, to exclude 
| those vehicles by regulation. 

The crux of the matter lies in the ques- 
| tion whether discrimination can properly 
| be made between different kinds of 
motors. I readily admit that hardship 
under such a regulation is felt by those 
who may have disposed of their horses 
and carriages, and who only have an 
electric brougham; but the difficulty 
of discrimination greater than at 
first sight appears. I have gone into 
this question very carefully. I have 
consulted the Chief Commissioner of 
Police, and am bound to say that I am 
unable to convince myself that it is 
proper to put upon the police and park- 
keepers the responsibility of a discrimina- 
tion which, although I am told it might 
very easily be made in nine cases out of 
ten, in the tenth case would lead to 
really 


is 
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the reason for making the regulation. 
So far as I personally am concerned, I 
take the keenest interest in motors, and 
hope to see them developed as rapidly 
as possible in this country and put to their 
best possible uses; but to make the 
suggestion, as an hon. Member of the 
other House did in a letter to the 
papers, that the motor industry in 
Coventry was likely to be seriously im- 
perilled because for three hours of 
the day, during three months in the year, 
electric carriages wereexcludedfrom two or 
three roads in Hyde Park, seems to me 
one lacking so much in sense of 
proportion as hardly to be taken seri- 
ously. I can only say that this whole 
question has been fully considered, and 
I emphatically repeat that the regulation, 
for which I solely am responsible, has 
been passed in the interests of the large 
majority of persons using the park, and 
if Parliament or the public in general 
think I have been wrong, it is I, and I 
alone, who am to blame. 


THE Marquess oF RIPON: My 
Lords, I quite agree with the noble Lord 
who has just sat down that there has 
been a great deal of exaggeration on 
this subject, and I am quite sure that 
the noble Lord has done his best to meet 
a difficulty which I admit to exist, but I 
must say I do not see why it should be 
impossible to draw a distinction between 
electric motors and other motors. They 
are really easy to distinguish. The 
noble Lord says that in nine cases out of 
ten it can be done, but it cannot be done 
in the tenth case. I am not quite sure 
about that. But, even if that is so, if 
he can reduce the number of motors in 
the park by nine-tenths during the hours 
in question he will have done a good deal 
to remove the difficulty. Electric broug- 
hams do not go much faster, if faster at 
all, than ordinary broughams drawn by 
fast horses; they make no smell; they 
are peculiarly easily managed, and I do 
not see why they should not be admitted 
although petrol motors may be excluded. 
I hope the noble Lord will recons:der 
that matter. There are people who have 


only an electric car, and it is hard upon 
them that they should be excluded from 
the use of the park at a time when I ven- 
ture to submit their presence would do 
no harm to anybody. 


Lord Windsor. 
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Lorp VIVIAN: My Lords, I desire 


to express regret at the Answer which has 
been given by the noble Lord the First 
Commissioner of Works. The explana- 
tion of the issuing of the regulation in 
question is that motor-cars make a noise 
and create a smell, and the reason for ex- 
cluding electric broughams is that it is 
impossible to distinguish between a 
petrol motor and an electric motor, | 
think everyone will agree that the ordinary 
policeman can easily tell the difference, 


‘and there is a strong feeling that a great 


injustice has been done to electric car 
owners. I do not speak from any per- 
sonal feeling in this matter, for I must 
almost apologise for possessing a petrol 
car. I hope the noble Lord the First 
Commissioner of Works will see his way at 
some future date to withdraw the order 
so far as electric cars are concerned. 


Houee adjourned at Six o'clock, 
till To-morrow, _ half-past 
Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 3rd July, 1905. 


The House met_at Two of the Clock. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 

ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 

IN'1O COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, 
and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not pre- 
viously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :—Newcastle-upon-Tyne Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS [LORDS] 
(STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED 
WITH). 

Mr. SpEaKER laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
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Petition for the following Bill, originating | 
in the Lords, the Standing Orders have | 
not been complied with, viz. :—Dover | 
Harbour Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred | 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [LORDS] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 
case of the following Bill, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been | 
complied with, viz.:—Gas and Water 
Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]. | 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | 
time to-morrow. 


Seaham Gas Bill; Swansea Corpora- 
tion Bill. Lords Amendments considered, 
and agreed to. 


Barrymore Estate Bill [Lords]. Read | 
the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 


Hythe Corporation Bill [Lords]; Step- | 
ney Borough Council (Superannuation) | 
Bill [Lords]. Read the third time, and | 
passed, with Amendments. 


University College, London (Transfer) 
Bill [Lords]; Weaver Navigation Bill | 
[Lords]. Read the third time, and | 
passed, without Amendment. 


London County Council (Tramways) | 
Bill. As amended, considered; to be | 
read the third time. 


Malvern Water Bill. As 
considered. Ordered, That Standing 


Orders 225 and 243 be suspended, and | 
that the Bill be now read the third time. 
—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 
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jand Dover Railways 


| now read a second time.— 


\of Ways and Means.) 


| visional Orders (No. 


| (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 
| without Amendment. 


amended, | 
| remove 
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Sandgate Urban District Council Bill 
[Lords]; Shepton Mallet Gas Company 
(Electric Lighting) Bill [Lords]; Work- 
ington Harbour and Dock Bill [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, 
Bill [Lords] (by 


Order). Read the third time. and passed, 


| with Amendments. 


Blackpool Improvement Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 204 and 
235 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
(The Chairman 


Bill accordingly read a second time 
'and committed. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bili; Electric Lighting Pro- 
5) Bill ; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


—_—_—- 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 13) Bill; Local Government 
4) Bill, 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
** An Act to amend The Crown Cases Act, 
1848.” [Criminal Cases (Reservation of 
Points of Law) Bill [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
difficulties which prevent the 
dealing by way of mortgage with the 


‘fee simple of certain estates of the late 
| Thomas George Corbett, esquire, deceased, 
| situate in the County of Lincoln ; 


and 


'for other purposes.” [Corbett Estate 


Bill accordingly read the third time, | 
and passed, 


| 

Mansfield Corporation Bill [Lords]. | 
As amended, considered ; to be read the | 
third time. 


| Bill [ Lords. } 


Corbett Estate Bill [Lords]. Read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 
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PETITIONS. 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the 


LAND VALUES TAXATION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


| 


Petition from Greenock, in favour; | 
| County Council of the County of Cam- 


to lie upon the Table. 


UNEMPLOYED WORKMEN BILL. 
Petition from Dewsbury, against ;_ to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. 
Account [presented 29th June] to be 
printed. [No. 222. 


a me 


PUBLIC REVENUE (INTERCEPTION). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 4th May; Mr. Gibson Bowles] ; 


to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No, 223.] 
PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 


Copy presented, of Thirtieth Annual 
Report (for 1904-05), with Appendices 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 224.] 


PACIFIC CABLE ACT, 1901. 
Account presented, showing the money 
issued from the Consolidated Fund under 
the provisions of the Pacific Cable Act, 
1901, and of the money received, ex- 
pended, and borrowed, and_ securities 
created under the said Act to the 31st 
March, 1905, together with a Copy of 
the Report of the Cha'rman of the Pacific 
Cable Board [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 225.] 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND FISH- 
ERIES (AGRICULTURAL RETURNS). 
Copy presented, of Report on the Agri- 

cultural Returns for Great Britain, with 

Statistics for the 


British Possessions, and Foreign Countries | 


for 1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EXPLOSIVES. 
Copy presented, of Twenty - ninth 
Annual Report of His Majesty’s In- 
spectors of Explosives, being for the year 


| 


Table. 
POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF CAM- 
BRIDGE). 
Copy presented, of Order made by the 


bridge, redividing the Eastern District 


of the County into Polling Districts [by 


Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of Twenty-third An- 


-nual Report of the Fishery Board for 


Scotland, being for the year 1904. Part 
III. Scientific Investigations [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND TRAVERS 
FOUNDATION. 

Copy presented, of Statement of the 
estimated Income and Expenditure of 
Greenwich Hospital and of Travers’ 
Foundation for the year 1905-6 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 226.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Education—Bilingual Scheme. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
the National Board of Education has, 
through its inspecting staff or otherwise, 
taken any steps to facilitate the intro- 
duction of the bilingual scheme of educa- 
tion into schools in suitable places, or 
whether it is prepared to co-operate to 
any extent with managers and teachers in 
hish-speaking or bilingual districts so 
as to enable the children to be educated 
through the only language they know, or 
the one they know best; and, if so, to 


United Kingdom, | what extent. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Commissioners have approved of a 
bilingual programme which they are 
prepared to sanction in suitable cases 
on the application of managers of 
national schools. I have forwarded to 
the hon. Member a copy of this pio- 
gramme, and of the instructions relating 
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to it which have been issued by the 
Commissioners to their inspectors. 


Suggested Abolition of a Police Hut at 


Gurtramough. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary tothe Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether, in view of the 
negotiations which have been in progress 
for the sale of the Warden Estate at 
Sneem, he will consider the advisability 
of abolishing the police hut at Gurtra- 
mough on this estate. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Two 
constables are employed in affording pro- 
tection to a caretaker on an evicted farm 
at this place. Their services cannot at 
present be dispensed with. 


Suggested Reduction of Police Force at 
Sneem. 

Mr. BOLAND: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in view of the diminu- 
tion of cases at Sneem Petty Sessions, 
he will arrange for a reduction of the 
police force at Sneem. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) There 
has been no appreciable diminution of 
cases at Sneem Petty Sessions. It is not 
proposed to reduce the strength of the 
local police force. 


Seizure of Cattle for Rent on the Beecher 
Estate, County Cork. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 


of Ireland whether his attention has been | 


called to the proceedings in connection 
with recent attempted seizures of cattle 
for a half-year’s rent from four tenants 
on the Beecher Estate, Castlemagner, 
county Cork; is he aware that these 
seizures were made in consequence of the 
refusal of the landlord either to sell to 
the tenants or to allow an abatement 
of the current rents ; if he will say what 
number of policemen escorted the sheriff 
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| in proceedings by distraint under ordinary 
‘civil bill or other decree. 


| 
| 
| 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Police 
| protection was afforded to the sheriff in 
the execution of writs issued by the High 
Courts. I have no information as to the 
second inquiry. The force employed 
consisted of thirty-five men drawn from 
various districts of county Cork, E.R. 
The seizure was made at three o’clock 
in the morning. The police are bound to 
afford protection to the sheriff in the 
execution of writs of this character, and 
such writs may be executed at any hour 
of the day or night. 


Sanitary Condition of Oootehill Work- 
house. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, con- 
sidering the number of deaths in the 
Cootehill workhouse in January, 1904, 
after medical operations from alleged 
blood poisoning, the Local Government 
Board have taken any steps to ascertain 
the cause of death in these cases; and, 
in view of the difference of opinion by 
local experts as regards the cause of these 
deaths, and that the Local Government 
inspector reported that it was difficult to 
assign a direct and definite cause for the 
outbreak in this case, he will consider 
the advisability of ordering a sworn 
inquiry before the guardians are called 
upon to incur heavy expenditure for 
structural alterations. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Board’s medical inspector has already 
made minute investigation into the cause 
of this outbreak of blood poisoning. 
Though he was unable to assign a definite 
cause for the outbreak he was strongly in- 
clined to the opinion of the union medical 
officer that the source of infection was in 
the wards of the infirmary. In the 
opinion of the Board a sworn inquiry 
would not be likely to throw further 
light on the matter. 


and bailiffs on the occasion in question, | 


and from what districts they were drawn ; 
and whether the sheriff and constabulary 
party started on this cattle-seizing ex- 


pedition before daybreak; and, if so, | 


What constabulary regulations empower 
policemen to act by night with a sheriff 


VOL. CXLVIII. [Fourru Serizs.] 


Expenditure on Cootehill Workhouse 
firmary. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: To ask the 
| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can state what has been 
|the total amount spent on the work- 


2C 
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house infirmary at Cootehill during the | will be charged ; and also the number 
eight years ending 31st March, 1905. of extra police on duty in Coalisland on 
| the Ist instant, the necessity for such a 
(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) £68. | draft, and its cost. 


| 

Defalcations of late Staff Officer of Office | (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) No 

of Royal Irish Constabulary, Dublin. —_ extra police were employed in 1902 in 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College ‘connection with these elections ; in 1905 
Green) : To ask the Chief Secretary to | thirty-five extra men were employed. 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether | The cost of the extra police chargeable 
he can explain why, whilst a charge of to the Dungannon rural district is ap- 
defalcations in accounts has been brought | proximately £5 10s. 
against the late Staff Officer of the Office | 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary, Dublin | Lambert Estate, County Galway. 
Castle, extending over a period of four) Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): To ask 
years, and his widow mulcted to the | the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
extent of over £400 out of the insurance | tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
accruing to the deceased officer, these that the Lambert Kstate, situated in the 
accounts do not appear to have been county of Galway, which includes part 
audited in the Department of the Comp- | of the town of Athenry, is managed by 
troller and Auditor-General, London, | the Lunacy Department of the Lord 
as is evidenced by the fact that his bank (Chancellor of Ireland; that this estate 
book had not been written up for some | js mainly agricultural and about being 
two or three years; and if the Govern- | sold to the occupying tenants ; and that 
ment can see their way to refund the | it has been represented to the Lord Chan- 
amount stopped to this officer’s widow, | cellor that the town tenants are anxious 
in view of this accounting for expenditure to buy at the same time; and whether, 
of public money without accounts being | in view of the desirability, in the interest 
properly audited. | of the vendor, that this estate should be 

| sold as a whole, he will represent to the 

(Answered by Mr. Walte Long.) There | Estates Commissioners the necessity of 
istno foundation for the suggestion that | advancing the whole of the purchase 
the accounts of this officer were not pro- | money. 
perly audited. The accounts were sup- | 
ported by vouchers furnished by him,| (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 
but some of these vouchers, which pur-/estate is under the control of the 
ported to be receipts for money, proved | Lord Chancellor during the minority 
to be forgeries. In addition, the bank | of the owner. The Lord Chancellor 
pass book relating to the account for|has given leave to the receiver to 
which the deceased was accountable was | negotiate with the agricultural tenants 
cleverly falsified after it had been written | for the sale to them of their hold- 
up by the officials of the bank. The|ings, but has refused an application 
reply to the concluding inquiry is in the | that the town tenants should be in- 
negative. cluded in the negotiations. The reply 
to the last inquiry is in the negative. 
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Extra Police at Brackaville and New 
Mills, during Elections. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland how many extra police 
were required at the local election of 1902 
when the polling booth was at Bracka- 
ville, Coalisland ; how many extra police 
were on duty at the recent election of 
1905, when the Brackaville booth had 
been transferred by the returning officer 
to New Mills; can he state the difference 
in cost in the two elections and how it 


The question there raised is one for the 
determination of the Estates Commis- 
sioners, subject to the review of the 
Judicial Commissioner. 





Derry McEdmond Property, King’s 
County. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Estates Commissioners have made al- 
rangements with Mr. Lloyd, the owner 





of the Derry McEdmond property, 
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situated in the barony of Clonlish, | 


King’s County, to purchase this estate ; 
whether he is aware that the former 


Questions. 


tenant, Amos Palmer Doolan, paid 
£143 per annum rent for this hold- 


ing, and that it is now let to a 
man named Friend, who became the 
tenant in 1903, at the annual rent of 
£75 a year; and will he say how much 
money the Estates Commissioners can 
advance to Friend should he desire to 
purchase ; and whether, taking all the 
circumstances into consideration, the 
Estates Commissioners will take steps to 
secure the restoration of Amos Palmer 
Doolan to his former holding. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
facts appear to beas stated. The question 
of making the advance of £2,000, applied 
for by Mr. Friend, is still under considera- 
tion by the Commissioners, who expect 
to give their ruling thereon at an early 
date. 


Earl of Drogheda’s Estate, at Rosenallis. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, Os- | 


sory): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a portion of the tenants upon 
the estate of the Earl of Drogheda, at 
Rosenallis, have signed agreements to 
purchase at terms which amount to over 
twenty-five years purchase, without the 
bonus ; that over one-third of the tenants 
have refused to purchase at the price ; 
and that the tenants who have signed 
agreements occupy the most impoverished 
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Annual Meeting of Irish Protestant 
National Teachers’ Union. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 


Questions. 


N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to 


‘the political addresses delivered at the 


—- of the estate and have been in- | 


duced to purchase by the fact that a year’s 
and in some instances a year and a-half’s 
atrears have been added to the purchase 
price ; and whether, under the circum- 
stances, the Estates Commissioners are 
prepared to sanction the sale. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) _Agree- 
ments to purchase sixty-eight out of a 
total of seventy-three holdings on this 
property have been lodged, the average 
number of years purchase being 25:1. 
The Commissioners have no knowledge 
of the amount of arrears, if any, added 
to the purchase money. They are mak- 
ing further inquiry, and have not yet 
declared the sixty-eight holdings to be 
a Separate estate. 


annual meeting of the Irish Protestant 
National Teachers’ Union, held in Belfast, 
on Saturday, 24th June, in which charges 
were preferred and attacks made against 
the managers of Catholic elementary 
schools in Ireland ; and whether, seeing 
that these teachers are in receipt of 
salary or other remuneration from the 
Government, and in view of the regula- 
tions governing the conduct of public 
servants, he will say what action he 
proposes to take in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Yes, 
Sir; I have newspaper report 
of the proceedings, in which the pre- 


seehl a 


sident is stated to have denied that 
the Protestant teachers had ever 
done anything to show hostility to 


Roman Catholic managerial authority. 
The Commissioners have issued a cir- 
cular to national school teachers calling 
their attention to the rules which require 
them to abstain from controversy and 
to avoid meetings at which questions of 
an objectionable character are likely to 
be discussed. 


Maconahy Estate, County Longford. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any in- 
spection of the Maconahy (county Long- 
ford) Estate has yet been ordered ; 
whether he is aware that these agree- 
ments have been entered into nearly a 
year and a-half ago and the tenants are 
now being called on to pay interest 
without getting the vesting orders they 
thought they would get almost immedi- 
ately; and, with a view to preventing 
further loss to them in this matter, will 
the sale be immediately sanctioned and 
the vesting orders be issued at once. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
agreements were lodged on August 24th 
last, and the lands declared an estate 
on November 22nd. The tenants are 
now being called on to pay the interest 
in lieu of rent which they agreed to pay 
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pending the completion of the sale. The | 
inspection of the estate will shortly take 
place. 


Irish Land Purchase--Tithe Redemption. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to the case of tenants in 
Treland paying a fee-farm rent to a 
landlord, and also tithes, who are now 
called on to purchase, subject to redeem- 
ing the tithe rent-charge; whether he 
is aware that this charge, in the case of 
such holdings in county Longford, was 
fixed in 1826, when wheat was largely 
and profttably grown in Ireland; and 
will he see that some reduction is made 
to such tenants when now called on to 
redeem this charge. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
proper scale on which these tithes are to 
be redeemed in any case is a matter for 
the determination of the Land Com- 
mission or Land Judge. I have not any 
power in the matter. 


Name Plates of Streets in Gaelic-—Sur- 
charge of Wicklow Urban Council. 

Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the names of streets in several 
cities and towns in Ireland are indicated 
in the Gaelic language; whether such 
name plates were erected by the local 
authorities out of the funds at their dis- 
posal, and the payments duly passed 
by the auditors; whether, seeing that 
the auditor has recently surcharged three 
members of the Wicklow Urban Council 
in the sum of £3 3s. for signing payments 
for a similar purpose, he will explain why 
such a surcharge was made ; and whether, 
seeing that in Wicklow town and county 
the Irish language is very generally 
spoken and used, he will order the sur- 
charge to be withdrawn. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Tf 
the Wicklow County Council think the 
surcharge illegal, they can proceed in 
a Court of law. If they desire to appeal 
on equitable grounds, they can appeal to 
the Local Government Board, when the. 
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matter will come before me as President 
of that Board. It would, therefore, be 
improper for me to express any opinion 
as to the propriety or legality of the 
auditor’s action. 


Carrickmacross 'Petty Sessions Clerk. 

Mr. McKEAN (Monaghan, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he is aware that the 
agent for the estate of the late Mr. 
Pringle is also petty sessions clerk for 
the Carrickmacross district, and that 
occasionally while acting in his official 
capacity he also appears before the 
Petty Sessions Court as plaintiff in 
suits against tenants on the afore- 
mentioned estate; and whether, in the 
public interest, he will take such steps 
as will lead to the resignation on the 
part of the official in question of one of 
the positions which he now holds. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 1 
understand that the facts are sub- 
stantially as stated, save that the petty 
sessions clerk appears not as plaintiff, 
but as a witness in the cases referred to. 
T am making further inquiry into this 
matter. 


Irish Presbyterian Church— Appointment 
in the Gift of the Crown. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Irish Executive 
have been in correspondence with a 
committee of the General Assembly of 
the Irish Presbyterian Church on the 
subject of appointments under the 
Crown to members of that communion; 
whether he is aware that the Rev. D. 
Reuter, in a report presented on behalf 
of this committee to the General Assembly 
of the Presbyterian Church, stated that 
a number of appointments had been 
made through the action of this com- 
mittee ; what explanation, if any, has 
he to give for the recognition of the 
religious faith of the applicants as an 
element in the selection and appointment 
to places of profit under the Crown; 
and whether he will lay upon the Table 
the correspondence between the Irish 
Executive and this committee of the 
General Assembly of the Irish Presby- 
terian Church. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Re- 
presentations have been made to the 
{rish Government from tim: to time on 
behalf of the General Assembly of the 
Presbyterian Caurch in support of the 
claims of members of that Church to 
appointments in the gift of the Govern- 
ment. Similar representations have been 
received from various persons in favour 
of the selection of individuals professing 
other religious beliefs. All such repre- 
sentations have been duly acknowledged. 
1 have not seen the report made by the 
reverend gentleman named in the Ques- 
tion. The fact that an applicant for 
appointment is a member of a particular 
religious creed in no way prejudices a 
fair consideration of his candidature ; 
but the Government, in making such 
appointments, do not proceed on the 
principle suggested in the Question, 
with one obvious exception, namely, the 
appointment of chaplains. It is not 
proposed to lay the correspondence re- 
ferred to upon the Table of the House. 


Motor Vehicles in Hyde Park. 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): To ask the 
hon. Member for Chorley, as representing 
the First Commissioner of Works, why, 
in view of the provisions of Section 9 of 
The Parks Regulation Act, 1872, no 
notice was given to Parliament of the 
rules under which he is now excluding 
motor vehicles from Hyde Park. 


(Answered by Lord Balcares.) I have 
to refer my hon. friend to the Answer | 
have given to the hon. Member for the 
New Forest Division.+ 


Eviction of Mr, Patrick Dooley. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that Mr. Patrick Dooley and 
his sister were evicted from their home 
at Ardkeenagh, county Roscommon, on 
June 14th, 1905, though he and the 
other tenants on the estate had offered 
terms of purchase which the agent, 
Mr. Ernest H. Browne, J.P., Tullamore, 
refused to accept; and that the police 
authorities assisted in carrying out 
the eviction in question, and subse- 
quently allowed the tenant’s house to 





+ See page 777. 
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be burnt to the ground; whether he can 
state by whose instructions the house 
was burned; and whether he will take 
any steps through the Estates Commis- 
sioners or otherwise for the assistance 
of the evicted tenant. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Nego- 
tiations were entered into for the sale 
of this estate in May last, but they 
proved abortive. The ex-tenant named 
in the Question was evicted for non- 
payment of rent, and the eviction was 
carried out by the sheriff, who was pro- 
tected by a force of police. There is 
no foundation for the statement that 
the police allowed the house to be burnt, 
nor are they in a position to say at 
whose instigation the burning took place. 
I have no power to take any steps for 
the assistance of the evicted tenant. 


King Estate, Templeboy, County Sligo. 

Mr. WILLIAM McKILLOP (Sligo, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the King Estate, situate in 
the parish of Templeboy, barony of 
Iveragh, county of Sligo, contains two 
grazing ranches comprising nearly one- 
fifth of the entire acreage of that parish, 
and that the landlord is desirous of re- 
taining these ranches with the object of 
reselling them to non-residential graziers ; 
and, if so, whether steps will be taken by 
the Estates Commissioners, before pur- 
chase negotiations are sanctioned, to 
ensure that these grazing farms are in- 
cluded in the sale, so that the uneconomic 
holdings in the district may be enlarged. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) No 
proceedings for the sale of this estate 
have come before the Commissioners. 


Reinstatement of _ Evicted Tenants— 
Application of Representatives of the 
late Patrick Byrne. 

Mr. DELANY: To ask the Chief Sec- 
retary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether a claim for reinstatement has 
been received by the Estates Commis- 
sioners from the representatives of the 
late Patrick Byrne, Tully, Queen’s 
County, a tenant on Lord Lansdowne’s 
property at Luggacurran ; whether he 
is aware that the late Mr. Byrne was 


,evicted in 1888 out of a farm of 124 
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Trish acres with a good residence built by | 


his predecessors ; and, as the estate is 
now before the Estates Commissioners 
for sale and settlement, whether he can 
say what provision is being made for the 
representatives of the evicted tenant in 
this case. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.). The 
application has been received, and will be 
considered by the Commissioners when 
dealing with the estate. 


Mutilation of a Donkey at Abbeyfeale, 
ounty Limerick. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, $8.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
donkey, the property of John Ahearn, 
of Caherlane, Abbeyfeale, county Lim- 
erick, was mutilated on the 23rd June 
by having its tail completely cut off; 
has he any report on this matter: and 
can he say whether any arrests have been 
made by the police. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The: 
fact, 1 regret to say, is as stated. No 
arrest has yet been made by the police, 
but they are doing their utmost to bring 
the perpetrator to justice. 


Boycotting at Loughrea. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Sec- 
retary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been called 
to notices posted up in the neighbour- 
hood of Loughrea, warning people to 
keep aloof from the occupier of the 
Caherhenryho Farm; will he say what 
action has been taken by the police with 
respect to these notices; and whether 
any clue has been obtained as to their | 
authorship. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Yes, 
Sir, my attention has been directed to 
these notices, which were of a specially 
reprehensible character. They were re- 
moved by the police as soon as they were 
observed, and every endeavour is being 
made to trace their author. 


Irish Town Tenants—Case of Mr. Fahy 
of Ballinrobe. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware | 
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that a notice to quit has been served on 
Mr. Fahy, a draper in the town of Ballin- 
robe, county Mayo, who has been in pos- 
session of these premises for over twenty 
years, has paid large sums of money for 
rent and repairs, and owes no arrears 
whatever, and is prepared to purchase 
the whole place ; and, if so, whether, in 
view of similar cases, he will facilitate the 
passing of the Town Tenants Bill ir to 


Law. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I 
have no knowledge of the matters referred 
to in the first part of the Question. I 
cannot undertake to give facilities for 
the passage of the Bill. 


Grazing Lands on the Brown Hall Estate, 
ounty Mayo. 

Mr. JOHN O’DONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Brown 
Hall Estate, near Balla, county Mayo, 
which was purchased over two years ago 
by the Congested Districts Board, and 
on which there are several hundred acres 
of grazing lands, is being used by that 
Board for grazing purposes instead of 
being divided amongst the tenants and 
fenced ; and, if so, whether he will take 
immediate steps to have these grass lands 
divided. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) As 
I have already informed the hon. 
Member, the Board’s officers are en- 
gaged in rearranging these lands and 
preparing them for re-sale. Until this 


| work has been completed the lands must 


be let for grazing. 


Examination of Bag of Denis Cullinane 
by Constable Delaney. 


Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a constable named Delaney accosted 
a man named Denis Cullinane, near 
Barty, who was returning from his work, 
and insisted on examining a bag which 
Cullinane carried, and which contained 
utensils necessary for drink which he 
used at dinner, and that the constable 
threatened to summon Cullinane if he 
refused to allow him to search the bag ; 
and will he say on whose authority the 
constable acted in that manner. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
constable had reasonable grounds for 
suspecting that Cullinane’s bag con- 
tained fish which had been illegally taken. 
He had power, under the 6th Section of 
54 and 55 Vic., cap. 20, to search the 
bag, but the necessity for doing so did 
not arise, as Cullinane voluntarily showed 
its contents. 


Questions. 


Arterial Drainage in Ireland. 

Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he proposes to appoint 
a Committee of experts to inquire into 
and report upon the question of arterial 
drainage in Ireland ; and, if so, can he 
state when such Committee will be con- 
stituted. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I have 
nothing at present to add to my reply 
to the similar Question on Monday? last 
of the hon. Member for North Kildare. 


Trish Education—Fees of Pupils attending 
Model Schools. 


Mr. SHEEHY (Meath, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Treasury 
have yet arrived at a decision in regard 


to the appropriation by them of the | 
locai contributions to elementary educa- | 
tion in Ireland in the shape of the fees | 
paid by the pupils attending model | 


schools ; if so, what that decision is; 
and whether any communication on the 
subject has been made to the Commis- 
sioners of National Education. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) 
Sir; [ am pleased to say that the Treas- 
ury have agreed to forego their claim 
to these fees, which have hitherto been 
appropriated in aid of the Vote under an 
alrangement of many years standing. 
The sum available will be distributed 
amongst model school teachers, as fol- 
lows :—(1) To each head mistress ap- 
pointed since Ist April, 1900, £20 per 
annum as an allowance for residence ; 
(2) To each head master and head mis- 
tress appointed since Ist April, 1900, £10 
per annum to stand in the place of en- 
dowment or local aid; (3) The residue 





tT See page 99. 
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(head teachers and assistants) at present 
serving, or hereafter appointed, in model 
schools, on the principle that the head 
teacher shall receive twice the share of 
an assistant. The distribution will take 
effect in the current financial year, 
provided the expenditure in lieu of fees 
can be met out of savings on the Vote. 


Questions, 


Singleton Estate, County Louth. 

Mr. SHEEHY : To ask the Chief Sec- 
retary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Estates Commissioners have 
yet sanctioned advances to the tenants 
on the Singleton Estate, county Louth, 
whether the Commissioners investigated 
the claim of Owen Kirk, an evicted 
tenant on the property ; what inquiry, 
if any, was held; and what decision, 
if any, was made. 


Mr. SHEEHY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether Admiral Singleton is 
selling his estate in the county of Louth 
to his tenants; and, if so, whether, 
seeing that there are two evicted tenants 
from this property, Owen Kirk and 
Nicholas Callan, he will say if these 
are being restored, under purchase, to 
their holdings; and, if not, why this is 
not being done. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I 
will, at the same time, reply to 
both the hon. Member’s Questions. 


Proceedings for the sale of this estate 
(which is situated in county Meath, not 
Louth) are pending before the Com- 


| missioners, who have inquired into the 


Yes, | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





to be distributed among all the teachers | 


applications of the evicted tenants named, 
but have not yet come to a decision 
upon them. 


The Magisterial Bench in County Cavan— 
ppointment of Catholics. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state the number of appointments to 
the magisterial bench made in county 
Cavan during 1904, and up to and includ- 
ing the 30th May, 1905; and, further, 
will he state the number of such appoint- 
ments conferred upon Catholics. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) During 
| the period mentioned ten magistrates were 
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ppointed, and, so far as is known, none 
of these are Catholics. 


Qualifications and Examinations of Candi- 
dates for the Office of Petty Sessions 
Clerk in Ireland. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
S.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state what are the qualifications required 
from men appointed to the office of petty 
sessions clerk in Ireland; what is the 
programme of examination on which 
candidates are examined ; and how soon 
after appointment does the examination 
take place. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) In- 
formation with respect to all these 
matters is set out in two lengthy printed 
circulars, copies of which I have for- 
warded to the hon. Member. 


Sales of Irish Estates under the Land 
Act of 1903. 


To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland will he state what is the total 
amount of the purchase money of the 


Mr. O'DOWD: 


estates for the sale of which agreements | 


have been lodged with the Estates Com- 
missioners under the Act of 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
amount of the purchase money in respect 
of direct sales is £21,987,135, of which 
£5,438,517 has been advanced. The 
amount in respect of sales under Sections 
6, 7, and 8 of the Act and of sales to the 
Congested Districts Board is £4,573,727, 
of which £984,787 has been advanced. 


Circular to Irish National School 
Teachers. 

Mr. O’'DOWD: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state the terms 
or nature of the circular recently issued 
by the Board of Education in Ireland 
to the Irish national teachers; and will 
he say whether the issue of such a cir- 
cular was due to incidents arising out 
of a dinner held in connection with the 
teachers’ annual congress during Easter 
week in Sligo. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I have 
sent to the hon. Member a copy of the 
circular, which was published in the Dub- 
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lin newspapers. The Answer to the second 
inquiry is in the affirmative. 


Issue of a Receivable Order against Mrs. 
Margaret Conlan. 

Mr. DELANY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that Mrs, 
Margaret Conlan, of Mullaghanard, Rose- 
nallis, Queen’s County, a tenant on the 
estate of the Earl of Drogheda, has been 
served with a receivable order for interest 
in lieu of rent, amounting for five months 
to £6s 5. 10d., which represents twenty- 
eight years purchase of the present rent 
of her farm; and whether, as Mrs. 
Conlan states she signed no agreement 
to purchase, he can say what course the 
Estates Commissioners are going to take 
in this matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 
receivable order was issued in error, and 
Mrs. Conlan has been so informed by the 
Commissioners. No proceedings for sale 
to her are before the Commissioners. 


The Derry McEdmond Properties, Kings 
County. 

Mr. REDDY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can give the date 
on which Mr. Friend became tenant of 
the holding on the Derry McEdmond 
properties, situated in the barony of 
Clonlish, King’s County, and whether 
the Land Purchase Act provides that 
the Estates Commissioners cannot ad- 
vance more than £500 for the purchase 
, of a holding the occupier of which 
| became tenant since January Ist, 1901; 
|and what steps, if any, the Estates 
Commissioners are taking to reinstate 
the evicted tenant, Amos Palmer Doolan. 





(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Mr. 
Friend became tenant on August 17th. 
1903. Section 53 (1) of the Act of that 
year provides that the limitation men- 
tioned may be exceeded in certain cir- 
cumstances in a non-congested county. 
The Commissioners have not ‘yet come 
to a decision as to Doolan’s holding. 


Advances under the Land Purchase Act- 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord - Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he will state the 
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amount of the advances applied for 
under the Land Purchase (Ireland) Act, 
1905, up to and including 30th June, 
1905, the amount which has been actually 
advanced, and the amount sanctioned ; 
and what is the date of the receipt of the 
agreements which are being dealt with 
now by the Commissioners. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I have 
answered the first inquiry in reply to 
the Question which the hon. Member 
for South Sligo has just put. I am 
making inquiry as to the latter part of 
the Question. 


Fines Imposed under the Weights and 
Measures Act. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
what becomes of fines imposed under 
the Weights and Measures Act ; whether 
fines under the Food and Drugs Act are 
transferred to county councils; and 
whether he will take steps to have the 
fines imposed under the former treated 
in the same manner as those in the latter. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Fines 
under the Weights and Measures Act 
are payable by statute to the Crown, 
and fines under the Food and Drugs Act 
to the prosecuting local authority.” I am 
not prepared to introduce legislation 
to alter the application of these penalties. 


Farm of late Matthew Mooney, of 
Kilross, Tipperary. 

Mr. CULLINAN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord- Lieutenant of 
Ireland what steps have recently been 
taken by the Estates Commissioners to 
purchase from Count Moore the evicted 
farm of the late Matthew Mooney, Kilross, 
Tipperary ; and whether, as the landlord 
informed the widow of the evicted 
tenant that he was willing to sell the 
holding to the Estates Commissioners, 
he will state what is the cause of delay 
in completing the negotiations. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Commissioners have made an offer for 
the purchase of this farm, but the offer 
has not yet been accepted. 
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Local Taxation (Ireland) Account. 

Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he would state what was the 
balance to credit of the Local Taxation 
(Ireland) Account on March 31st, 1905, as 
compared with that on the same date of 
preceding year; and what were the 
receipts and expenditure in connection 
with the same account for the year end- 
ing March 31st, 1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
credit balance on March 31st, 1905, was 
£221,478 15s. 3d., and on March 3lst, 
1904, it was £213,361 16s. 5d. The 
receipts for the year ending March 3lst, 
1905, amounted to £1,430,528 10s. 6d., 
and the expenditure to £1,422,411 11s. 8d. 


Mr. Rider Haggard’s Report. 

Sir JOHN GORST (Cambridge Uni- 
versity): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether the Government 
proposes to take action on Mr. Rider 
Haggard’s Report on the Salvation Army 
Colonies and Scheme of National Land 
Settlement; and, if so, when, and in 
what manner; whether it proposes to 
send a Commissioner to South Africa, 
as suggested by Mr. Rider Haggard, to 
inquire into the suitability of that country 
for land settlements under the scheme 
which he has formulated; and whether 
it is the intention of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to appoint Mr. Rider Haggard to be 
a Commissioner to report upon the 
possibility of establishing land colonies 
on similar lines, and managed by the 
same machinery, within the United 
Kingdom, as Mr. Commissioner Haggard 
offers to do in paragraph 39 of his Report. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
The importance and difficulty of the 
subject dealt with in Mr. Rider Haggard’s 
Report have induced me to propose the 
appointment of a Departmental Com- 
mittee to consider the questions raised 
in that Report in the light of the large 
experience gained trom previous schemes 
of colonisation. I am not prepared at 
present to reply further to the Question 
of my right hon. friend. 


White Slave Traffic Convention. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Under - Secretary 
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of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the ratifications by all the contracting 
States who were parties to the Inter- 
national Convention respecting — the 
White Slave Traffic, signed at Paris on 
May 18th, 1904, have now been deposited ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that the 
Convention will come into force through- 
out Europe on 18th July next, the text 
of the documents embodying its terms, 
as well as the Papers relating to the 
International Diplomatic Conference held 
at Paris in July, 1902, will now be 
laid upon the Table of the House. 


(Answered by Earl Percy.) There still 
remain three States who have not, as 
vet, deposited their ratifications, but it 
is competent for them to do so before 
the 18th instant. After that date the 
Convention will be published in the 
Treaty Series, and a certain number of 
copies of the correspondence will be 
delivered to both Houses of Parliament, 
as was done in 1881, for the use of 
Members who may wish to refer to it. 


Price of Sugar in Great Britain and on 
the Continent. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): To ask 
the Secretary to the Board of Trade 
whether he will state, in supplement of 
- Return No. 174, lately issued, what was 
the price per pound retail of the kind of 
sugar most largely consumed by the 
working classes, whether refined or un- 
refined, on or about the Ist day of March, 
1901, 1902, 1903, 1904, and 1905, in the 


capital cities of Germany, Austria- 
Hungary, Belgium, France, Holland, 
Russia, Denmark, and Great Britain 
respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) There 
are no official records of retail prices of 
this kind of sugar in foreign countries, 
but inquiry shall be made whether it is 
possible to obtain the desired figures 
for the years referred to. 


Alien Immigrants. 

Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade what was the number of alien 
immigrants brought into the port of 
London and other United Kingdom 
ports respectively, in British and foreign 
ships respectively, during the year 1904. 
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(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
following statement gives the number of 
alien passengers shown in the alien lists 
obtained under Act 6 Will. IV., ¢. 11, s. 2, 
to have arrived in 1904 at the port of 
London and at other ports of the United 
Kingdom, including aliens in transit 
from ports on the Continent of Europe, 
distinguishing those brought by British 
and foreign vessels :— 





| | Other Ports of 








| Port of | 
| | the United 
| London, | ‘Kingdom. 
Brought by British | 2,180 93,283 
vessels. 
Brought by foreign | 49,376 50,147 
vessels. | 
51,556 143,430 





Tuberculosis in Fowls. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock): To ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether he has 
information to what extent this season 
tuberculosis is found in fowls; and will 
he cause inquiry to be made and in- 
formation laid before the Commission 
on Tuberculosis with a view to ascertain- 
ing whether that disease bears relation 
to that found in man, and may be com- 
municated to man in foods. 


(Answered by Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 
We have no information to show that 
the disease in question is specially pre- 
valent amongst poultry this season, 
but I will bring the suggestion of my 
hon. friend under the notice of the Royal 
Commission. I may add that we have 
prepared and issued a leaflet on the 
subject, with copies of which I shall be 
glad to supply him. 


amen =" Allowance of Mr. L. J. 
all, of Barnsley. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): To ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
he can state the causes of the delay in 
dealing with the question of the super- 
annuation allowance of Mr. L. J. Hall, 
late school attendance officer of the 
Barnsley Union; and whether he will 
cause such inquiries to be made and such 
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orders to be issued or directions given as 
will enable the guardians or the county 
council to pay the regulation super- 
annuation to which Mr. Hall is entitled, 
and the increase which the guardians 
have recommended he should receive. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
The question of the superannuation 
allowance to Mr. Hall has stood over 
pending the issue of the General Order 
which the Local Government Board 
propose to make under paragraph 19 
of the Second Schedule to the Education 
Act, 1902. Having regard, however, to 
the special circumstances of Mr. Hall’s 
case, [ am communicating with the 
West Riding County Council with a view 
to payment of the allowance being made 
at once. 


Superannuation Allowances of Poor Law 


Officers. 
Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: To ask 


the President of the Local Government 
Board whether the Board propose to 
issue an Order under paragraph 19 of 
the Second Schedule to the Education 
Act, 1902, to deal with the question of 
the superannuation allowance payable 
to Poor Law officers under the Poor Law 
Officers Superannuation Act, 1896, who 
are transferred by the Education Act to 
any council; and, if so, when such 
Order will be issued. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) An 
Order is in preparation dealing with 
this matter, and I hope it will shortly 
be issued. 


Date of Introduction of Naval Works 
Bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
when the Naval Works Bill will be intro- 
duced. 


(Answered by Mr. Arthur Lee.) No 
date has yet been fixed for the intro- 
duction of the Bill referred to in the hon. 
Member’s Question. 
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|ask the Postmaster-General 
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By-laws under eee of Children 
ct. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he can grant a 
Return of the negotiations between 
the London County Council, the Cor- 
poration of the City of London, the 
borough of Eastbourne, and the borough 
of Croydon with his Department upon 
the subject of by-laws under the Em- 
ployment of Children Act. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) In none of these cases have 
| the by-laws yet been finally settled. 
|I regret that I cannot undertake to 
| grant the Return desired by the hon. 
| Member. 


| Violation of Conscience Clause at a School 
in Broadway, Worcestershire. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud): To ask the Secretary to 
the Board of Education whether his 
attention has been drawn to a violation 
of the conscience clause at a school 
in Broadway, in Worcestershire, in con- 
nection with a child named Johnston ; 








/and, if so, whether he proposes to take 
/any action. 


_ (Answered by Sir William Anson.) 
|The Board have received a communica- 
tion as to an alleged breach of the con- 
science clause from the managers of 
the school ; but no complaint has reached 
the Board from the parents of the child 
in question. The Worcestershire Educa- 
tion Committee are at present making 
‘a thorough investigation of the case. 
At present there seems to be nothing 
to call for action on the part of the 
Board. 


| Allowances to Postmen Performing Sta- 


tion Duties not under Supervision and 
Mail-Apparatus Duty, 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To 
when he 
intends to grant the 3s. allowance to 
all postmen performing station duties 
not under supervision and mail-appar- 


_atus duty. 
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(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Par-| chargeable on motor-cars outside those 
ticulars are being obtained of the duties | limits. 


affected, and the various cases will be 
dealt with in due course. 


Delay in Paying Rebate on Coal Duty at 
Cardiff. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) : To ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he is aware that 
inconvenience is caused to coal exporters 


carrying on business at Swansea by | 


the undue delay of the Customs author- 
ities in paying the rebate on the coal 
duty on coal exported at a price not 


Veterinary Inspection in Ireland. 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland (1) what was 
the total amount paid in Ireland to 
local veterinary inspectors for salaries, 
fees, and expenses for each of the years 
1903 and 1904; (2) how much of the 
total was paid out of local funds, and how 
much otherwise; (3) how much has 


'the Department of Agriculture in Ire- 


exceeding 6s. per ton f.o.b. ; have com- | 


plaints as to such delay been made to him; 
and will he take steps to secure the re- 
payment of the rebate within a reason- 
able time. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain.) The only allegation of delay 
in repayment of coal duty which has 


reached the Board of Customs from ' 


Swansea was addressed to them from 
the firm whose representative was the 
only witness before the Coal Commission, 
out of the large number of persons ex- 
amined, who raised this point. The 


dissatisfaction at the procedure of the 


Customs is therefore apparently not 
general, and, indeed, there seems to be 
no cause for it, as I am assured that the 
rebate claims, when in order, are in- 
variably passed for payment within a 
few days of receipt. But, if the hon. 
Member will give any instances where 
delay has occurred, I will have careful 
inquiry made. 


Amount of Carriage and Motor Car-Duty. 
Mr. BROOKE ROBINSON 


land at its disposal annually for veter- 
inary inspection ; (4) what was the total 
cost of the Veterinary Department, 
which has its offices at Dublin Castle, 
in each of the years 1903 and 1904 over 
and above the cost of the system of 
local veterinary inspection mentioned 
in the first paragraph; how much of 
the cost of Veterinary Department 
directed from Dublin Castle was paid 
in the years mentioned in respect of 
salaries, travelling expenses, and sub- 
sistence allowances, compensation for 
animals ordered to be destroyed, and 
other fees and expenses respectively 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) (1) 
The amounts paid to the veterinary 
inspectors employed by the local author- 


‘ties, as distinct from those employed 


by the Department, were :—Yeuar ended 
3lst December, 1903, £8,671 15s. 1d; 
year ended 31st December, 1904, £8,931 
10s. Od. (2) The whole of these amounts 
was paid by the various county and 
county borough councils out of local funds. 


One-half is eventually recouped to local 


(Dud- | 


ley): To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 


chequer whether he can state the amount 
paid to the Exchequer during the past 
financial year in respect of carriage 


licences for horse-drawn carriages and | 


for motor-propelled carriages respectively. 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) | 


No, Sir. 


No distinction is drawn in the | 


books ofthe Inland Revenue Department | 
between horse-drawn and motor-propelled | 


authorities out of the General Cattle 
Diseases Fund, which fund, however, 
is derived from local assessments. (3) 
—(a) The salaries and expenses of 
veterinary inspectors employed by the 
Department at the various _ ports 
are provided in the Annual Parliamentary 
Vote. The expenditure in the year 
ended 31st March last was £8,273 19. 
lld. (b) The cost of veterinary m- 
spectors employed by the Department 
in connection with the administration of 
the Disseaes of Animals Acts is paid out 


carriages of under one ton or over five | of the Parliamentary Grant in Aid. The 
tons in weight, no additional duty being | cost in the year ended 31st March last 
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. Anketell Jones Estate, at Burrisboole, 
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amounted to £12,722 9s. 
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(4) The total | expenses 
cost of the veterinary branch, and the! enumerated, were as follows :— 
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Questions, 


under the various 





Out of Parlia- 





Out of Parlia- 
mentary Grant in | 











| 
mentary Vote. aid for Swine | Total. 
Fever, ete. aa 
a —_ ace es wail 
| 
1903-4. 
£ 8s. a £ s. d. | £ & -& 
Salaries, Wages, and Fees - 12563 3 8 7,100 3 | 19,663 12 11 
| 
Travelling and subsistence | | 
allowances - - - 2,299 11 2 3,707 19. 5 | 6,007 10 7 
| 
Compensation for animals | 
destroyed, less aakrege on | 
carcases - - - — 615d 9 ¢ | Gib B 7 
Other Expenses - — - 128 5 7 1,013 18 1 1142 3 8 
14,991 0 5 17,977 16 4 968 16 9 
1904-5 


Salaries, ete. - - - 
Travelling, ete. - . - 
Compensation, ete. — - - — 


Other Expenses - - 


1 7,313 12 4 19,999 5 5 





9 408910 4) 6,162 4 1 
5,854 1410 | 5,854 14 10 
9 1319 6 4] 145415 1 





14,893 15 


od 


7 | 18577 310 | 3347019 5 





Anketell Jones Estate, Newport, 
County Mayo. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if the Congested 
Districts Board have purchased the 


Newport, county Mayo; and, if so, 
will he say at what number of years 
purchase of first and second-term rents ; 
what is the average Poor Law valuation 
of each tenant on this estate; how 
many acres are offered for redistribution 
amongst the congested tenantry; and 
whether some 3,600 acres have been 
reserved by Mr. Jones. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Board have purchased a portion, namely, 
3,123 acres of this estate, of which 2,542 





acres are tenanted and 581 acres un- 
tenanted. The number of years’ pur- 
chase was nineteen in the case of first- 
term rents, and twenty-two in the case 
of second- term rents. The average 
Poor Law valuation of the seventy 
tenants on the estate is £5 2s. per annum. 
The 581 acres of untenanted land on the 
estate, and probably other untenanted 
land, will be used to enlarge the holdings. 
The Board understand that the vendor 
has retained about 2,700 acres of land. 


Extra Police at Dualla, County Tipperary. 

Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland at whose instance 
and with what object a force of extra 
police, mostly armed with rifles, including 
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a corps of cyclists, together with a. 
Government note-taker, were drafted 
into the village of Dualla, county ‘Tip- 
perary, on Sunday, llth June, in view 
of the peaceful condition of Dualla and 
the district; and will he say who will 
have to bear the cost. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
police, of whom only six out of thirty-six 
were armed with rifles, attended at the 
instance of the Government, with the 
object of preserving the public peace 
on the occasion of a public meeting, 
at which there was reason to apprehend 
that intimidation would be used towards 
individuals in the locality. The cost of 
the police so employed will be borne 
by the Constabulary Vote. 


Salary of Mr. Thomas Larkin, of 
Roscommon National School. 

Mr. THOMAS O’7DONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland why it is that Mr. 
Thomas Larkin, of Roscommon National 
School, whose character as a teacher | 
is excellent, has got no increment since 
the new rules came into operation. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) This 
teacher is in the first division of the first 
grade, and a very high standard of 
efficiency is required to warrant an 
increment of good service salary in this 
grade. Mr. Larkin’s school has not 
maintained the necessary standard of 
efficiency for the past three years, and 
hence no increment has been granted. 


Salaries of Irish Teachers. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will state | 
(a2) how many teachers in Ireland are | 
at present receiving the maximum salary 
of 1 (1) grade; (b) how many teachers 
classed 1 (1) grade under the new rules 
have since got increments. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) (a) 
115; (b) 209. 


Grazing Farms on the King-Harman 
Estate. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): To ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Estates | 
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Commissioners can state in how many 
cases they have purchased from the 
vendor of the King-Harman Estate large 
grazing farms for distribution amongst 
the owners of small holdings ;_ and what is 
the total difference in the amount of the 
bonus payable in these cases, first, for these 
farms if sold as tenanted lands, and, 
secondly, for the same farms if sold as 
untenanted lands. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Commissioners have not yet purchased 
any of the grazing farms referred to. 


Claims for Commandeered Property during 
South African War. 

Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has received the final Report 
of the Central Judicial Commission ap- 
pointed to investigate the claims based 
on receipts or vouchers given by British 
officers to Dutch burghers in respect of 
cattle or other property taken for Army 
purposes during the South African War ; 
and whether he can state the number 


of such receipts or vouchers issued, the 


number of them now for any reason 
remaining unpaid, and the amount of 
money which such unpaid receipts or 
vouchers represent. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
Ihave not yet received the final Report 
of the Central Judicial Commission, and 
am not yet in a position to give the 
figures. 


Patrick M‘Mahon, late Royal Irish 
Regiment. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S8.); To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that Patrick M‘Mahon, 
now residing in William Street, Wexford, 
joined the permanent staff of the Royal 
Irish Regiment, 3rd Battalion, on the 
16th June, 1870, and continued in the 
service for fourteen years and ten months, 
and at the end of that time joined the 
Line service of the Irish Regiment for 
seven years, and on the 16th June, 1897, 
joined again for a further period of 
four years, and war having broken out 
in South Africa he was called to the 
colours on the 20th June, 1900; whether 
he is aware that M‘Mahon was discharged 
on the 16th June, 1902, after twenty-four 
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years service, without a pension; and | 
whether, seeing that this man is now in 
failing health and unable to support his 
wife and family, he will order an inquiry 
into this case with a view to granting 
a pension. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The case is being investigated, 
and a reply as to the man’s eligibility 
for pension will be forwarded to the hon. 
Member. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Submarines—Utility in Naval Warfare— 
Japanese Experiences. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg 
to ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty 
whether the Board of Admiralty is in 
possession of information that submarine 
boats corresponding to those built and 
equipped in this country have been em- 
ployed by the Japanese in their recent 
naval warfare; whether the evidence at 
the inquiries into the three fatal casual- 
ties to Submarines 1, 5, and 8, of their 
limited buoyancy, and numerous mechani- 
cal and chemical complications, has 
satisfied the Board that, as instruments 
of warfare, such submarines must be 
more dangerous to their users than to 
the vessels they are intended to assail ; 
and whether the Board will give directions 
that the building of such vessels shall 
cease until their utility and safety is more 
satisfactorily demonstrated. 


THe SECRETARY to tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. PReryman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The Admiralty are not 
prepared to give any information 
concerning the war vessels of either of 
the belligerent Powers. With regard to 
the second part of the hon. Member’s 
Question, there is nothing in the acci- 
dents that have occurred to suggest that 
these boats cannot be safely handled on 
any service on which they may be em- 
ployed. The Admiralty consider that 
their utility has been amply demon- 
strated during the extensive work carried 
out by them during the last three years, 
and they intend to continue the con- 
struction of such vessels. 


{3 JuLy 1905} 


Questions. 762 


Boom Defence Experiments. 

Mr. HOZIER (Lanarkshire, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty 
whether, in the event of further experi- 
ments in boom defence being made 
at Portland or elsewhere, precautions 
will in future be taken to prevent news- 
paper correspondents and photographers 
from obtaining and publishing particulars. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Any necessary pre- 
cautions will be taken, but in some cases 
local conditions make prevention difficult. 


Outfit Allowances for Naval Volunteer 
fficers. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether, in view 
of the fact that an outit allowance of 
£20 is granted to Volunteer land officers 
under certain specified conditions, and 
that the wear and tear of a naval 
officer’s uniform is greater than that of a 
Volunteer land officer, the same assistance 
will be afforded to officers of the Naval 
Volunteers as to officers of the land 
Volunteers. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: Representations 
on the subject referred to by the hon. 
Member have been made, and it is now 
under consideration. 


Admiralty Buildings Flag. 
Captain JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
why the flag on the Admiralty buildings 
is not hauled down at sunset. 


Mr. PRETYMAN: It is the custom 
in the naval service to haul down the 
colours at sunset, but the flag of the 
Admiralty, like the flag of an admiral or 
the pendant of a commodore or captain, 
is @ symbol of authority, and it has 
therefore been ordered to be kept flying. 


War Stores Wastage Inquiry. 

Sirk HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he willstate the amount 
that has been paid or incurred for stores of 
all descriptions delivered in South Africa 
between July Ist, 1902, and March 31st, 
1905; the value of such stores as were 
consumed during that period ; the amount 
received for stores which were sold; the 





763 Questions. {COMMONS} Questions. 764 
estimated vale of the stores which had Officers’ Costs before the Stores 
Commission. 


not been consumed or sold on March 31st, 
1905: and what amounts have been in- 
cluded in the accounts of 1903-4 and 
1404-5 as appropriations-in-aid. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Arwobp-Forsrer, Belfast, 
W.): For the purposes of such a Return 
the information to be found in the 
accounts at home requires to be supple- 
mented by facts contained in documents 
in South Africa. I have called for the 
fullest Report from South Africa, and as 
soon as it is possible to do so a Return 
giving all the information available will 
be laid. 


Lord Milner and the South African 
ar Stores. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, §.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 
directed to the statement of Colonel 
Morgan before the Butler Commission 
that, in the presence of General Lyttelton 
and another, Lord Milner refused to 
make any further purchases of supplies 
from the Army for repatriation; whether 
he is aware that this refusal of Lord 
Milner was based on the ground that 
the making of these purchases would not 
be fair to the local merchants ; whether 
General Lyttelton communicated to the 
War Office authorities this refusal of 
Lord Milner, whereby the main source of 
custom for the Army stores, to the loss 
of the taxpaver, was shut off; and, 
if so, what was the reply of the War 
Office; and whether he will lay this 
correspondence upon the Table. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: My atten- 
tion® has been drawn to the state- 
ment mentioned. No communication 
from General Lyttelton on this matter 
can be traced at the War Office, but 
General Lyttelton informs me that he 
and Brigadier - General Lawson were 
present at a meeting which is presum- 
ably the one referred to. Their recol- 
lection is to the effect that the discussion 
was on the allotment of trucks between 
the civil and the military, and they do 
not remember that anything was said 
by Lord Milner in the sense referred to. 











Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if, in view of the circum. 
stances of the officers referred to in the 
Report of the Butler Committee, pro- 
vision will be made, according to the 
general rule prevailing in the Civil 
Service, for the recovery of their costs 
before the Royal Commission if they are 
declared blameless. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: This 
question is receiving the careful con- 
sideration of the Government. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman take care that no 
injustice is done to these officers ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir. 


The War Stores Inquiry—Destruction of 
War Office Documents. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg toask 
the Secretary of State for War when did 
he receive the Report of the Butler 
Committee in which the destruction of 
documents relating to the contracts and 
refunds in South Africa was a matter of 
comment ; and what explanation has he, 
if any, for the fact that no immediate 
steps were taken by him to impound all 
documents Connected with the subject of 
the inquiries of the Butler Committee. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Re- 
port was submitted on the 22nd May and 
was considered by the Army Council on 
the 25th of that month. Orders were 
given on that day to impound all office 
papers and documents which had been 
under the consideration of the Butler 
Committee. It was subsequently decided 
to extend this impounding also to all the 
documents in South Africa bearing on 
the cases to be brought before the Royal 
Commission. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said the date 
of the impounding was June 19th, the day 
before Parliament met after the Whit- 
suntide Recess. Were not the documents 
left all that time to the free will of 
gentlemen who might be disposed to 
destroy them ? 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: All the| Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: This is 


documents were in the custody of the| one of the questions which will come 
Department. within the purview of the Royal Com- 
mission, 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Has the ’ ; 
right hon, Gentleman means of knowing Mr. WHITLEY sald the first part 
if any of them were destroyed for the of his Question had simply reference 
purpose of suppressing evidence ? to the date. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said this, 
| with the other questions in reference to 
| | the subject, would be a matter of i inquiry. 





SEVERAL HON. MEMBERS: The Re- 
port says so, 


Lord Kitchener's Stores Estimate. | Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Do the 

Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, | War Oifice not know whether they are 
Appleby): I beg to ask the Secretary of | guilty or innocent until they are tried ? 
State for War whether he can furnish an | 
acount of the surplus animals and| Mara. CHURCHILL (Oliham): Is all 
articles handed over to the Siles Depart- | information to be withheld from the 
ment in South Africa, as reported by | House simply because these matters are 
Lord Kitchener in his telegram of June | to form the subject of inquiry ? 
18th, 1902, and estimated by him to in- | 
volve six or seven millions of money;/ Me. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I imagine 
and whether he can state the amount} that all mattecs which will be at issue 
realised by the sale of these surplus stores, | hefore the Commissioners should be left 
as distinguished from any other stores | to them. 
then in South Africa but not included by 
Lord Kitchener in his estimate, or which 
arrived there aiter the date of the 
estimate. 


understand why the House should not 
have a plain Answer to a simple 


| 
| Mr. CHURCHILL said he could not 
; 
| Question, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The in- 


formation required wi!l be included as | Defective A iti 
far as possible in the Return which will pataighennthcarsccnmimaiacad 


hm ts she Sa Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
| Molion): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether ammunition has 
been Supplied by Messrs. Kynochs which 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he did | 548 proved to be of a defective character ; 
not know if the investigation would whether it has been bought back by 
enale them to distinguish in all cases them at a reduced rate; if so, what was 
between the stores referred to by Lord ig price paid and received by the 
Kitchener and those provided afterwards, | GoVernment. 
but he hoped it would. 


in answer to a further (Question, 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER : Some 
South African War Stores—War Office | supplies of ammunition made by Kynoch 
Employee's Transactions. deteriorated in the service and were found 
Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I bez to| to be defective. No such ammunition 
ask the Secretary of State for War at | was, however, bought back by the firm. 
what date did the War Office become 
aware of the fact tiat on October 26th, War Stores Commission. 
1302, the Sales Department in South| Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): Will the 
frica accept-d a tender for surplus | Government lay on the Table of the 
stores from a person named Siundersem- | House a copy of the Royai Coimission 
ployed in that Department; and what | giving the King’s sanction and the statu- 
action was taken with regard to the | tory powers conferred on the Commission 
officer who ordered or permitted thi:|for the purpose of conducting their in- 
regularity. vestigations. 
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Tue ATTORNEY - GENERAL (Sir 
Roserr Finuay, Inverness Burghs): I | 
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*Mr. McCRAE: Will the right hon. 
|Gentleman publish the new regulations 


am informed that the Commission was | on the subject ? 


published in the Gazette last Friday, but | 
if it will be for the convenience of the | 


House Iam quite prepared to lay it on | 


the Table 


Enlistment Standards for Regulars and 


Volunteers. 

Str HOWARD VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he can inform the House 
what is the standard height, weight. 
and chest measurement of recruits 
for infantry of the Line and of the 
Volunteer force at the present time; 
what allowances are made in respect of 


those standards in the case of lads likely | 


to come up thereto after twelve months 
physical exercises ; 
officers now making inspection of the 
recruits in the London Volunteer Force 
will be so instructed, and the reports of 
their examinations published, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 
dards are fully given in the Recruiting 
Regulations and Volunteer Regulations 
as amended by Army Orders from time 
to time. As regards the Regulars, the 
chest measurement is strictly adhered to, 
departures from the limits as regards 
height and age are only permitted in 
special cases on the authority of the 
Adjutant-General. There is no standard 
weight, the figures being given only as a 
guide. Agregards Volunteers the stan- 
dard is fixed at a scale from which it is 
not desirable to authorise any departure, 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): Is it 
the case, as stated in the Press, that the 
War Office is declaring that all Volunteers 
under nineteen years of age are unfit for 
service? I know that is not true, but it 
is well the report should be officially con- 
tradicted. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 


true. 


It is not 


Mr. SPEAKER: It is not usual to 


quote statements in the, Press and found 
a Question on them, 


and if the medical | 
| November, 1903, and Ist November, 1904, 


The stan- | 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There are 


none, 


Volunteer Statistics. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I beg to 
,ask the Secretary ot State for War 


what is the number of battalions of in- 
fantry Volunteers not in the field army ; 


what were the number of efficients in 





the vears ending 31st October, 1903, and 
1904; and what is the annual cost of those 
battalions, including grant, camp, and 


| other allowances. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There are 
19% Volunteer infantry battalions not 
included in the field army. On _ Ist 


the number of efficients in the battalions 
which were not in the field army on 
those dates were 153,653 and 154,950 re- 
spectively. The total cost for the vear 
1904-5 of the above numbers was approxi- 
mately £900,000. 


Army Comwissions. 

Mayor SEELY (Isle of Wight) : [beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War how 
many candidates for commissions in the 
Armvy have been rejected since Ist Janu- 
ary, 1905, owing to their obtaining an in- 
sufficient number of marks in competitive 
examination; how many have been 
admitted without obtaining any marks 
atall in this examination; and on what 
scounds distinction has been made be- 
tween the candidates. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Since the 
Ist January, 1905, thirty-four candidates 
have failed at the competitiveexamination 
for admission to the Army. In view of 
the shortage of officers in the Household 
Cavalry and Guards twenty-three gentle- 
men have been nominated on probation 
without passing the competitive examina- 
tion, but subject to passing a professional 
examination after two vears probationary 
service, their commissions as second 
lieutenant to bear date from passing this 
examination. Of these twenty-three ‘wo 
were included in the thirty-four men- 
tioned above. 
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Masor SEELY said the right hon. | Deputy Judge Advocate-General. 
G ntleman had not explained on what} Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ground distinction was made between | ask the Secretary of State for War 
candidates. = the appointment of Deputy 
‘ , ee |Judge Advocate-General held by the 
ie, a eee | late Sir John Scott has been filled a by 
— . n car cats. 4: | the appointment of a salaried legal 
nominated by the officer commanding | og cial obliged to give his whole time to 
he ane acorn 0 Ms oF) he dt ian, tho shennan 
ess ;' ; when, by whom, and for what period 
was he appointed, whether the acting 
official is under any such obligation, or is 
at liberty to practise as a junior barrister ; 
on what terms and for what period is he 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The War | °™Ployed; and whether he is the only 
Office had no control over the nomination, | P@!4 legal adviser in the Department, or 
whether the services of any additional 
Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY - GORE | lawyer to assist in the Department have 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough): | Were | been obtained during the illness or since 
these candidates educated at public the death of the Judge Advocate-General. 


schools 2 


Mason SEELY: Why were none of the 
commissions given to rejected candidates 
who were anxious to obtain nominations ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The post 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I can; ot | 0t Deputy Judge Advocate-General has 
been filled up by the temporary appointe 
ment of Mr. E. Bonus. He is not at 
Military Courts-Martial—Revision of | present obliged to give his whole time, 
roceedings. /owing to the fact that when he was 
Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to | appointed changes were in contemplation 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he | and it was considered that under these 
will say in hew many cases of Courts- | circumstances he should not be deprived 
martial were the proceedings submitted of his practice. He was temporarily 
last year to the office of the Judge | appointed by the late Sir F. Jeune, with 
Advocate-General, in how many of them | the concurrence of the Secretary of State 
were the convictions affirmed, in how | for War, in March, 1904. He is allowed 
many were they found to be irregular | to practise as a junior, subject to doing 
or illegal, and in how many had the | the work of his office. His salary is 
sentences been wholly or partly served | £1,000 a year. He is the only paid legal 
before such irregularity or illegality was | adviserinthe Department. The arrange- 
ascertained by the Judge Advocate-| ment was a temporary one. 
General. 


Say. 








Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL asked whether 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : During | Courts- martial were left to the revision 
1904 the proceedings of 8,820 Courts- of a junior barrister practising in the 
martial were received in the Judge | Courts every day, and were not subject 
Advocate-General’s office. In forty-five | to the revision of the House. 
cases the convictions were wholly upset,| _ 
in seventy-five partly upset, and in 184; Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: \They are 
cases there were irregularities which | not subject to the revision of this House 
did not necessitate interference with | and never have been. 
the conviction. There were also sixty- aaah ils 
nine cases in which the convictions} Sm HENRY FOWLER asked whether 
were not confirmed or were quashed by the work of revision did not require that 
the military authorities, In all cases in | the official should give his whole time. 
which a sentence of imprisonment had 
been confirmed and ultimately quashed Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I thini 
by the Judge Advocate-General a portion | it does. We intend to appoint at an 
at least of this sentence had necessarily | early date an official who will give his 
been served. whole time. 
2 D2 
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Purchase of Requirements by Officers. 

Mr. EDWARD MITCHELL (Fer- 
managh, N.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if any instructions are 
given to officers in the Army to procure, 
where possible, their requirements locally, 
so that the towns in which they are 
quartered may not be deprived of their 
outlay; and, if no such instructions at 
present exist, will he consider the advisa- 
bility of giving them. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: Officers 
are at liberty to make their purchases 
wherever they please; no instructions 
have been given for them to obtain their 
supplies locally, nor is it considered 
zdvisable to issue such instructions. 


Indian Army Organisation Scheme. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Perthshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
India whether the modifications in the 
Army organisation scheme, proposed by 
the Viceroy, have been accepted by the 
Government; and what is the nature 
and extent of these modifications. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I have nothing to add to what I 
said on this subject on Thursdayf last. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: I shall put the 
Question again another day, 


Mr. CHURCHILL: When do the 
Government propose to give an oppor- 
tunity to discuss these very grave 
matters ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I do not know what 
opportunity the hon. Member refers to. 
I have no power to arrange the business 
of the House. 


The Viceroy and Indian Army Reform. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Sushclifie): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he hes received 
fromthe Viceroy of India acommunication 
that unless certain modifications in the 
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proposed new scheme of Indian Army 
administration are agreed to by the | 
Cabinet his resignation will take place; | 
and, if so, when was such a communica- | 


Questions. 772 


tion received, and what are its precise 
terms and what are the precise modifica- 
tions in the scheme desired by the Viceroy 
and Government of India. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have nothing t» 
add to what I said on this subject on 
Thursday ¢ last. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I shall repeat this 


Question. 


Macedonian Reforms. 

Mr. NOEL BUXTON (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby) : [ beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
scheme agreed upon by the Great Powers 
for the control of the finances of Mace- 
donia embodies the proposal of Lord 
Lansdowne that the province of Adria- 
nople should be included in the area to 
be controlled. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Earl Pexrcy, 
Kensington, S.): The collective note of 
the Powers to the Porte only refers to the 
three vilayets of Salonica, Kessovo, and 
Monastir. 


Mr. NOEL BUXTON asked if the 
Government still adhered to the sugyges- 
tion that the vilayet of Adrianople ought 
to be included in the scheme. 


Eart PERCY said the Government 
certainly did adhere very strongly to the 
opinion that it was desirable to include 
Adrianople in the scheme, but they did 
not press it in view of the opinion of the 
other Powers that to do so would post- 
pone the introduction of other reforms it 
was desirable to introduce. 


In answer to Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.), 


Eakt PERCY said the Government 
certainly desired the inclusion. 


Mr. CHURCHILL complained that 
it was quite impossible to hear the 
Answer on the other side of the House. 


Eart PERCY repeated that the 
Government still attached great impor- 
tance to the inclusion of the vilavet of 
Adrianople in the scheme, but did not 
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press for it, as the other Powers feared it 
might delay still more necessary reforms. 


The Odessa Troubles. 

Mr. BROTHERTON (Wakefield): I 
beg to ask the Under-Necretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs if friendly represen- 
tations can be made to the Russian 
Government by which the treaty ex- 
clusion of foreign warships from the 
Black Sea may be temporarily suspended 
in order to safeguard British subjects 
from danger. 


Earn PERCY: The present circum- 
stances at Odessa do not afford sufli- 
cient grounds for claiming a departure 
from the rule under which foreign war- 
ships are excluded from the Straits. 
There is nothing to show that the 
Russian Government have not adequate 
means for protecting British subjects in 
common with the rest of the population, 
nor that the arrival of British ships of 
war would improve the situation. 


Departmental Committee on Income-Tax. 
Mason EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask Mr, 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
has considered the Report of the Depart- 
mentil Committee on Income-Tax; and 
What steps he proposes to take in 
regard to the recommendations made. 


Tae CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr, AustEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): I have not yet had 
time to consider this important Report, 
but I shall not in any case propose legis- 
lation on the subject this session. The 
state of public business would make it 
impossible to deal with so difficult and 
complicated a question this year. 


Foreign Banks and Income-Tax. 
Mason EVANS GORDON : I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether foreign banking firms with 
branches established in this country pay 
income-tax ; and, if so, how and on what 
part of the profits the amount is assessed. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Foreign banking firms having branches 
established in this country pay income- 
tax. Assuming that the head office and 
chief seat of control are out of the United 
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Kingdom, income tax is assessed, in 
accordance with the rules of Schedule 
D., on the profits arising from the 
business carried on within the United 
Kingdom. 


Questions 


Masok EVANS GORDON asked if 
balance-sheets were published by these 
firms. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
cannot undertake to say what balance- 
sheets are published by foreign firms 
trading in this country. 


Mayor EVANS GORDON said the 
object of his Question was to ascertain 
if there were any means of checking the 
assessments and returns made by these 
firms. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
there were. the same means of checking 
the returns as there were in reference to 
other firms. Primarily the Commissioners 
were dependent on the declaration of 
individuals, but this prima facie evidence 
did not prevent the Commissioners from 
pursuing inquiries of their own, nor did 
it necessitate their acceptance of the 
statements made. 


British-Born Aliens. 

Mr. WHITLEY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he will introduce words into the 
Aliens Bill to prevent a person who was 
born in the United Kingdom from being 
treated as an alien immigrant if he desires 
to return to the United Kingdom after 
having been naturalised in another 
country. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr 
Akers-DouGLas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) : 
I am considering with the Attorney- 
General the form of an Amendment, to be 
inserted in Clause 8, which will prevent 
a person of British parentage from being 
treated as an alien immigrant in the cir- 
cumstances to which the hon. Member 
refers. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Will the right hon. 
yentleman put the Amendment down in 
his own name ? 

Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: Yes, if as « 


result of consideration one is drafted. 





Questions. 


Cruelty to Animals Act. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Rugby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he has observed that the Hurlingham Club 
has decided to abolish pigeon shooting ; 
and whether, in view of that fact, he will 
propose legislation next session in order 
to extend the Cruelty to Animals Act to 
wild creatures kept in confinement and re- 
leased for the immediate purpose of being 
hunted or shot. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have seen 
the announcement about the Hurlingham 
Club to which the hon. Member refers, 
and I was glad to see it; but I am not 
prepared to undertake legis!ation on the 
subject. 





Proposal to Impound Offending Motor- 
Cars. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg to | 
ask the Secretary to the Local Govern- | 
ment Board if, in view of breaches of the | 
Motor-Car Act, he will consider the ex- 
pediency of giving magistrates power to 
impound offending cars for a period vary- 
ing from six days to six months. 


THe PRESIDENT or rue LOCAL | 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GeraLp 
Batrour, Leeds, Central): The Govern- 
ment propose that there should be an 
inquiry as to the working of the Motor- | 
Car Acts and as to any Amendments | 
which should be made in them. The | 
suggestion of the hon. Member would | 
come within the scope of the inquiry. 
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state when the new Boarding-out Order 
promised some time back will be issued, 


Questions. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The new 
Order has now been settled, and will be 
issued shortly, 


Str WALTER FOSTER: In view of 
the great inconvenience caused by the 
delay, will the right hon. Gentleman issue 
the Order as soon as possible ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes; no 
time shall be lost. 
The “ Kew Bulletin. ” 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 


ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether he is aware that the 
Kew Bulletin has not been issued for 
and ean he state 


*Tue PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Aitwyn FELLowes, 
Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) : Owing to the 
increasing demands upon the scientific 


| staff at Kew in recent years it has not 


been found possible, since 189%, to issue 
any further numbers of the Kew Bulletin. 
The information formerly given in the 
however, still published 
year by year, and the articles which 
appeared from time to time with regard 
to the diseases of trees and crops are 
now printed in the journal and leaflets 
issued by the Board of Agriculture. The 
Bulletin served a useful purpose, as is 


evidenced by the fact that its published 


/numbers are stil! in continuous demand: 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- | 
staple): Will the inquiry be by way of 
Royal Commission or by a Departmental | 
Committee? & 


‘¥Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not | 
prepared to say at present. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Will it be this year} 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


Boarding out of Pauper Children. 
Str WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board, if he can 





| tailed, 
| more closely into the matter. 
| \ 


| the 
| whether the Committee 
‘panies Act has completed its inquiry, 


but I am doubtful whether the issue of 


further numbers would justify the addi- 


tional expenditure which would be en- 
I shall be glad, however, to look 


Committee on the Companies Act. 
Major EVANS GORDON : I beg to ask 
Secretary to the Board of Trade 
on the Com- 


and when the Report may be expected. 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Black- 


friars): The Committee has not yet 


completed its inquiry but is stil] holding 











777 Questions. 


regular sittings; it is impossible to give 
any date by which the Report of the 
Committee may be expected. 


Preferential Railway Rates for Foreigners. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Board of Trade whether he is aware | 
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the Member for Barrow-in-Furness on 
June 27tht; also to the judgment in the 
recent case of Musgrave v, Kennison in 
the High Court (June 8th). 


Questions. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: Do I under- 
stand the noble Lord to say that no 
notice is required for these regulations ? 


that the Great Eastern Railway Company | 


will convey a piano weighing 7 cwts. | 


7 Ibs. from Germany to Cardiff for 43s. 4d., 

whereas the London and North- Western 
Railway Company charge 57s. 9d. 
carrying @ piano weighing 5 ewts. 2 qrs. 
from London to Cardiff; 
the through freight rate for butter from 
Rotterdam to Cardiff is 43s. 4d. per ton, 
while the railway rate from Parkeston to 
Cardiff is 46s, &d. 
he will grant an inquiry into the whole 


question of railway rates as operating to | 


the advantage of the foreign trader. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The Board of 


Trade have communicated with the Great | 


Kastern Railway Company as to the rates 
referred to, and are informed that the 
company have no through rate for piatios 
from Germany to CardHf, and that, 
whilst the rate for butter from Rotter- 
dam to Cardiff is 45s. 4d. per ton as 
stated, the rate from Parkeston to 
Cardiff is 35s. per ton, and not 46s. 8d. 
A Committee appointed by the Board of 
Agriculture is already making inquiry 
whether preferential treatment is accorded 
by railway companies to foreign farm, 
dairy, and market-garden produce as 
compared with home produce. 


Parks Regulation Act—Parliament and 
Rules and Regulations. 

Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU (Hampshire. 
New Forest): I beg to ask the hon. 
Member for Chorley, as representing the 
First Commissioner of Works, whether. 
in view of the fact that Section 9 of 
the Parks Regulation Act, 
vides for the laying before both Houses 
of Parliament of any rules made by the | 
Office of Works under Schedule I. of the 
Act, he will explain why the recent rule | 
regarding motor-cars was not laid before 
Parliament for the statutory time. 


BALCARRES 
Ihave to refer my hon. friend | 


*LorpD 
Chorley) : 


to the reply given to the hon. -sivoinerd 


for | 


and also that. 


per ton, and whether | 


1872, pro- | 


| 
(Lancashire, 


*Lorp BALCARRES: The hon. Mem- 
| ber must be aware that in the case to 
'which I have referred judgment was 
given in fa-our of the course which 
| the Office of Works has always pursued. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the 
noble Lord actually rely on the judgment 
of the Court for bis interpretation of 
the Act of Parliament?: °* 


*Lorp BALCARRES: Notat all. + The 
judgment was in favour of tne course 
which the Office of Works has pursued 
| since 1872. There isa distinction between 
rules and regulations, and the Lord Chief 
| Justice upheld the practice of the Office 
of Works. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Do T under- 
stand rules must be laid but not regula- 
tions, or vice versa? 


*Lorp BALCARRES: The matter is 
perfectly cleir. Rules made under the 
Act have to be laid. Regulations may 
be made under the rules, and that is 
what we have done in this case, and 
indeed in all other cases during the last 
thirty years, 


The Exclusion of Private Carriages from 
Hyde Park. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU: I beg to ask 
the hon. Member for Chorley. as repre- 
senting the First Commissioner of Works, 
whether, in view of the fact that by 
Section 11 of the Parks Regulation Act, 

| 1872, no interference with rights of way 
is allowed in any of the Royal parks, he 
will say under what Act or regulation 
private carriages are now being excluded 
\by the authority of the Commissioner 
of Works without intimation or notice 
being given to Parliament. 


*Lorp BALCARRES: Motor vehicles 


| are being excluded under the Parks 
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Regulation Act, 1872. See Rule I. for 
Hyde Park in connection with the regula- 
tions prescribed by that Act. There 
are no rights of way over the roads in 


Hyde Park. 


Board of Education—Instructions to 
Inspectors. 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Education whether any instructions to 
inspectors will be issued with the Edu- 
cation Code for 1905-6, 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY 10 rHE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Sir Witttam Anson, Oxford Univer- 
sity): The Board do not propose to 
re-issue the ‘“ Revised Instructions” 
applicable to the Code; they are, how- 
ever, proposing to issue very shortly a 
volume of suggestions for the considera- 
tion of teachers; containing mainly 
material similar to that in the ‘‘ Revised 
Instructions.” 


Derby Municipal Secondary School. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board cf Education 
whether the Board has granted recogni- 
tion to the municipal secondary school at 
Derby, accepting the higher education 
sub-committee of the Derby Education 
Committee as the board of governors for 
the school; and, if so, whether the Board 
now considers that such a scheme of 
management satisfies Article 16 of the 
Secondary Schoo] Regulations, 1905, 


Str WILLIAM ANSON: In the case 
referred to the Beard were satisfied that 
the arrangement proposed made adequate 
provision for the government of the 
schoo]. It is not considered desirable at 
the present time to lay down any general 
rule on the subject; each case will be 
considered on its merits, having regard 
to the relations which the sub-committee 
will have with the local education author- 
ity on the one hand and the school staff 
on the other. 


Belfast Weekly _Tenancies—Magisterial 
Decision. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General 
tor Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to a decision given by Mr. 
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Garret Nagle, resident magistrate in the 
Belfast Custody Court, on 7th June, 1905, 
in the case of J. H. Burke Murphy, 
plaintiff, and Robert Turner, defendant. 
in regard to weekly tenancies in Belfast ; 
and whether, seeing that the decision has 
upset the practice that has prevailed in 
that city for many years, andis the caus? 
of inconvenience both to landlords and 
tenants, he will say what action he pro- 
poses to take in the matter. 


THe ATTORNEY - GENERAL for 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxinson, Londonderry, 
N.): I cannot admit that this decision of 
Mr. Nagle has upset a prevailing practice, 
inasmuch as the same question was 
decided in the same way by Mr. Hodder, 
the senior resident magistrate in Belfast, 
some time ago, and is in effect, Mr. Nagle 
contends, governed by the judgment 
delivered in the Queen’s Bench Division 
thirteen years ago, in the case of Harvey 
v. Copeland. The soundness of Mr. 
Nagle’s decision can be tested by a casa 
stated. I see no reason to introduce 
any legislation on the subject. 


Edgeworthstown Loan Fund Society. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland whether, with a view to affording 
relief to debenture-holders in the Edge- 
worthstown Loan Fund Society who lost 
their lives’ savings owing to the fraudu- 
lent conduct of the clerk, he intends 
passing a Loans Fund Bill this year. 


Mr. ATKINSON; I am most anxious 
that this Bill should be passed, and 
cannot understand why it should be 
opposed. I have every hope that it will 
be passed, and would ask the hon. Mem- 
ber to endeavour to help the Government 
to that end. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
the Irish Party considered this Bill most 
carefully last year and this year and 
formulated certain Amendments which 
in their opinion were necessary; 1s not 
the delay in passing due to the fact that 
the Government will not grant time for 
its discussion, and are we expected to 
allow it to pass su) sdentio ? 


Mr. ATKINSON replied that some 
Amendments were submitted but he was 
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unable to approve them. He had since 
understood that other Amendments in 
a modified form were to be submitted. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Since we 
submitted our Amendments no communi- 
cation whatever has been received from 
the Government. 


Mr. ATKINSON said that was not his 
fault. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he sub- 
mitted the Amendments on behalf of the 
Irish Party to the present Chief Secre- 
tary, and got in reply a very curt refusal 
to accept them. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The original Amend- 
ments were unacceptable and we expected 
further Amendments would be submitted. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: But no 
further Communication passed with us 
at all. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lone, Bristol, 8.): 
I take it the hon. Gentleman refers to 
a communication made to me shortly 
after | accepted my present offiee. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Yes. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: I do not think 


it 18 correct to say I curtly refused 
the Amendments. What I did was to 
suggest that they went somewhat beyond 
the scope of the Bill. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: There have 
heen no further communications between 
the Government and myself. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the Bi!l as now 
drafted does not cover the case I have 
called attention to in the Question at all— 
# @se in which people lost everything 
tarough the default of the Board in 
Dublin im absolutely winking at the 
fulsitication of returns. 


Mr. ATKINSON: That point is not 
raised by the Question. 


Mr. J.P. FARRELL: I have over and 
over again put the case before the right 
hon. Gentleman. 
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Mr. ATKINSON : If the hon. Member 
wishes to make the Exchequer pay debts 
for people who will not or cannot pay 
themselves I refuse to support him. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I wish to get the 
right hon. Gentleman to admit the 
responsibility of the Government in this 
case, as I believe it to exist. 


Granard (County Longford) Estate Bog. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether, in view of the provisions of 
Section 21 of the Land Purchase Act, 
1903, regarding the powers of the Estates 
Commissioners to make regulations for 
the management and subdivision of bog 
in the case of estates which had been 
previously sold under other Purchase 
Acts, and on which a large area of bog 
existed, he will advise an inquiry into the 
management of the Granard (county 
Longford) Estate bog with a view to 
having agreements entered into by the 
vendors at time of sale, guaranteeing 
certain turbary rights to tenants, given 
effect to. 


Mr. ATKINSON : I am not acquainted 
with the facts of the case, and have no 
power whatever to direct such an inquiry 
as is suggested. If the estate should 
come for sale before the Estates Commis- 
sioners, I have no doubt they will 
exercise the jurisdiction conferred upon 
them by the 2Ist Section if the cireum- 
stances require it. 


Boat Slip at Roads, County Kerry. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland, whether the Congested Districts 
Board will increase the height of the 
wall on the slip at Roads, county 
Kerry, in order to make it available for 
the fishermen in stormy weather. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Board 
at their last meeting decided that this 
wall should be raised, and the work will 
shortly be commenced. 


Boat Slip at Glen, County Kerry. 
Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Treland whether, in view of the fact that 


the next meeting of the Congested 
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Districts Board will be held within the 
next fortnight, he will secure that an 
inspection of the boat slip at Glen, 
county Kerry, will be made immediately, 
as the question of carrying out of 
additional works on the slip is to be 
considered at that meeting. 


Questions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It is hoped 
that it may be possible to have an 
inspection made early in the present 
month. 


Cooscroum Improvements. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Congested Districts 
Board, at its next meeting, will consider 
the question of carrying out improve- 
ments at Cooscroum, to which their 
attention has been repeatedly directed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: This project 
came before the Board in April, when 
they postponed its consideration owing 
to the state of their funds. 


Bog Plots in County Cavan. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
vet ascertained that two acres of land 
are now about to be taken from Patrick 
Patterson Raffney, Virginia, county 
Cavan, by his landlord, which composes 
the area on which his rent was fixed, and 
which have always been in his possession, 
to be given as bog plots to other tenants 
to enhance the price of the pending land 
sale; and, if so, whether he proposes to 
take any steps in the matter. 


Mr. WALTER LONG. The estate has 
not yet been inspected, and until an 
inspection has been made the Commis- 
sioners are unable to say whether the 
facts are as alleged. 


Gun Licences in County Kerry—Mr. 
Thomas Keary’s Application. 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
thati Mr. Thomas Keary, D.C.. of Kile- 
land, county Galway, has purchased his 
holding under the Act of 1903; and, if 
so, what is the extent of the holding; 
whether Mr. Keary has applied to Mr. 
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White, R.M., for a licence for a gun to 
protect his crops; and, if so, has it been 
granted; if not, can he state the reason 
of its refusal. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Proceedings 
for the purchase by Mr. Keary of his 
holding, comprising sixty-three acres, are 
pending before the Estates Commis- 
sioners. The resident magistrate has, 
in the exercise of the discretion vested in 
him, refused to grant to Mr. Keary a 
licence to carry a gun. I am not pre- 
pared to answer the last inquiry. The 
matter is not one which calls for my 
interference. 


Leslie Estate, County Cavan. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Mr. Robert Harvey, an in- 
spector from the Estates Commissioners, 
has threatened to raise prices, previously 
arranged by all the parties interested, in 
the case of sixteen tenants on the Leslie 
Estate, county Cavan; and whether, 
having regard to the fact taat the terms 
of sale were sanctioned by Judge Ross 
and are within the zones, he will state 
what authority the inspector had to do 
this; and whether the Estates Com- 
missioners have received a communica- 
tion from the tenants’ solicitor objecting 
on their behalf tofthe {inspector's 
proposals, 


Mr. WALTER}YLONG: This is tue 
case of a proposed sale to the Land (Com- 
mission, under Section 7, of property in 
the Land Judge’s Court. Under Sub- 
section 2 of that section, the Land 
Commissionhave had the estate inspected, 
and will in due course consider the in- 
spector’s report with the view of deciding 
the terms of the offer which they will 
make to the Land Judge. It will then 
be for the Land Judge to decide on the 
sufficiency of the offer. It isa mistake 
to assume, as the Question suggests, that 
inspectors have the power to raise oF 
lower prices. Their duty is to report to 
the Commissioners. 


Public Record Office, Dublin—Bookbinders’ 
ages. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 


Green): I beg to ask the Seeretary to 
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the Treasury whether, in view of the | exceed 3s. 6d. or 4s. a week as stated by 
employment of a searcher in the Public | the hon. Member ; but as the number of 
Record Office, Dublin, to do bookbinders’ | letters, postcards, ete., for those districts 
work at a wage of 27s. per. week, while | does not in the aggregate exceed about 
the standard rate of pay for competent | twelve weekly, | should not be justified 
bookbinders in the city is 32s., he will take | in incurring an expense of even 3s. 6d. a 





such steps as will secure compliance with 
the Fair Wages Resolution of this House 
in the Public Record Office, Dublin. 


Tue FINANCIAL 


that the terms of the Fair Wages Reso- 
lution are applicable to the circumstances 
of the case referred to by the hon. 
Member. 


Virginia (Cavan) Postal Deliveries. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
is aware that in the four townlands 
in the Virginia, county Cavan, postal 
district, viz., Crohan, Lurganboy, Car- 


rack, and part of Fighter, letters are | 


delivered only on Mondays, Wednesdays, 
and I'ridays to their great inconvenience ; 
and whether, seeing that allthe other town- 
lands in the parish have daily de'iveries, 
he will see the desirability of treating the 
inhabitants of the townlands herein 
mentioned in the same way. 


Tue POSTMASTER - GENERAL 
(Lord STANLEY, Lancashire, Westhough- 
ton): | have already considered the ques- 
tion of affording a more frequent delivery 
of letters in the townlands mentioned by 
the hon. Member, but I regret that, owing 
to the comparatively high cost of the 
existing service, the additional expendi- 
ture in providing a delivery every week- 
day would not be warranted. 


Lisnagoon and Drumrade (Cavan) Postal 
Deliveries. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
has ascertained that, for the delivery of 
letters daily to Lisnagoon and Drumrade 
districts, which are now served from 
Maudabawn, county Cavan, the postmen 
in the neighbouring district would in- 
clude the delivery of these for 3s. 6d. or 
4s, a week additional pay ; and, if so, 
what steps he proposes to take. 


Lorp STANLEY : The cost of a daily 
delivery of letters in the Lisnagoon and 
Drumbrade districts would probably not 


SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror CAven- | 
pisH, Derbyshire, W.): [ do not consider | 


| week for delivering them. 
| Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: But will the 
|noble Lord bear in mind that it can be 
| done for 3s. 6d. weekly ? 

Lorp STANLEY: Yes, I am aware 
| of that. 


Public Accounts Committee’s Report. 

| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
|ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
| whether he can now say what arrange- 
/ment he proposes to make in order to 
| carry out the undertaking given on 17th 
| April to give either one of the days 
| allotted to Supply, if the House agrees, 
or otherwise a Friday or an evening 
sitting, for the consideration by the 
| House of the Public Accounts Committee's 
Report, and its decision thereon. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
3ALFOUR, Manchester, E.): I would 

| suggest to my hon. friend to defer this 
| Question till later in the week. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I will put 
it down for Thursday. 


Motor-Car Inquiry. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg to 
' ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 
proposes to set up a Royal Commission, 
'Statutory Committee, Departmental 
| Committee, or Parliamentary Committee 
| to inquire into the working of the Motor- 
| Car Act, 1903. 
| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Govern- 
/ment has determined upon an inquiry 
| into this matter. The exact form of the 
inquiry has not yet been settled, but in 
|@ few days either I or my right bon. 
| friend the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board will be in a position to give 
fuller information. 

Home Defence. 

Mr. SEELY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he can state the numbers of cavalry, 
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infantry, and guns included in the force 
of 70,000 men for which he estimated 
that 250,000 tons of shipping would be 
required for transport across the Channel. 


Questions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not 
estimate 250,000 tons as the amount of 
shipping that would be required for a 
torce of 70,000 men. I said that was the 
Admiralty’s estimate, but my arguments 
were based on a much smaller amount. 
I only mention that in order that the 
hon. Member may not fall into any 
mistake. The number of guns allowed 
was twenty-five six-gun batteries, and 
the number of horses about 14,000. 


Scottish Churches Bill. 

Mr. BLACK (Banfishire): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury, under 
reference to Clause 1, Sub-section 2, of 
the Churches (Scotland) Bill, whether it 
is the meaning and intention of the 
Government that the term adherent 
occurring in that sub-section shall only 
apply to the families of Lona fide com- 
municants, and to those persons who 
prior to the union were by themselves or 
their parents bona fide and permanently 
connected with the Free Church es ad- 
herents ; and, if so, whether he is willing 
that words be introduced to make this 
clear. 


The hon. Member also bad the follow- 
ing Questions on the Paper :— 


Mr. BLACK: To ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury, under reference to Clause 1, 
Sub-section 3, of the Churches (Scotland) 
Jill, whether it is the meaning and 
intention of the Government that the 
Cirection to the Executive Commission 
as to appropriating funds for the 
support of ministers of the legal Free 
Church and for the general purposes of 
that Church should apply only to funds 
ctiginally contributed for the support of 
ministers or for general purposes, or 
whether it is the meaning and intention 
of the Government that funds given by 
the original contributors for other specific 
purposes such as the christian'sing of the 
natives of India or Africa should be 
permanently taken away from these 
beneficiaries and distributed amongst 


ministers of the legal Free Church work- 
ing in Scotland. 
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Mr. BLACK: To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury, under reference to 
Clause 4, Sub-section 1, of the Churches 
(Scotland) Bill, whether it is designed 
that the definition of 


property in | 


question contained in that sub-section | 


should be extended so as to include 
about £300,000 of bequests to the 
Free Church by persons dying since th» 
date of the union not adhering to the legal 
Free church; and whether any clause 
will be added to the Bill making 
provision for dealing with such questions 
arising after the Executive Commission 
is dissolved. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Member had better defer until to- 
morrow the Questions dealing with these 
very important matters. I have been 
considering the question of public 
business in connection with this Bill, and 
I have come to the conclusion, somewhat 
reluctantly, that we must interrupt for a 
day our proceedings upon the Aliens 
Bill in order to take the Second Reading 
of this Bill, so that we may be able to go 
on with it on the first available oppor- 
tunity. I therefore give notice that I 
shall take this Bill first to-morrow, and 
my learned friend the Lord- Advocate 
will open the debate and deal with all 
the points raised by the Questions, 


Str HOWARD VINCENT: When will 
the Aliens Bill be resumed ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I said I should 
interrupt the proceedings for a day. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: One day. 


Mr. A. J. SALFOUR: 
day. 


A day 1s one 


Mr. BLACK asked whether the right 
hon. Gentleman was aware that the 
General Assembly of the United Free 
Church would meet on Wednesday next, 
and whether he had considered the ptc- 
priety of the discussion in that House 
preceding the discussion of the General 
Assembly. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I think all those 
who are specially interested in the Com- 
mission would have raised no objection 
to the proceeding that I suggest. On 


— 
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the contrary, I think it would be ex- | there is adequate time to deal with the 


tremely convenient that my learned 
friend should have an opportunity of 
stating the general policy of the Govern- 
ment on this question so that the 
Churches specially interested may be 
able to consider the subject between the 
Second Reading and the Committee stage 
of the Bill. 


The Education Code. 

Dr. MACNAMARA:T beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether any 
opportunity will be given fora discussion 
of the Education Code for 1905-6 before 
it becomes operative on August Ist. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not at 
present in a position to fix a day. 


Government Redistribution Proposals. 
Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether 
itis his intention to bring forward the 
question of electoral redistribution 
during this session; and, if so, seeing 
that the opportunities of adequate 
discussion are rapidly dwindling, whether 
he will now communicite his intention 
to the House. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, as I think 
I have more than once signified to the 
House, the Government do intend to 
proceed with the Resolution. 


Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
In view of the advanced period of the 
session, will the right hon. Gentleman 
at once place the terms of the Resolution 
on the Paper in order that the House 
may have plenty of time to consider it ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will 
endeavour to give adequate time for 
considering the terms of the Government’s 
Resolution, but I cannot promise to 
place them at once upon the Table of the 
House. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
lf they are not placed on the Table at 
once the time will not be ample. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: I think that 
when the right hon. Gentleman comes 
to consider them he will not deny that 


‘ facilities 


question. I do not know how long he 
desires to consider this Resolution. It 
is of an extremely simple character. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I appeal to the right hon. Gentleman, 
in a matter of this tremendous import- 


‘ance, in regard to which we have no 


idea of the general scope and extent 
of the proposals of the Government, 
whether it would not be right and 
only due to the House that they should 
have, certainly with no more delay than 
a few days from this, the terms which 
it is intended to ask them to agree to. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the Question, in the terms in which the 
right hon. Gentleman has now put it, is 
at all unreasonable. In a few days I 
hope to be able to put the resolution 
before the House. 


Under-Sheriffs (Ireland) Biil. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): I 
beg to ask the }*irst Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government will give 
for passing into law this 
session the Under-Sheriffs (Ireland) Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This Bill can 
be no exception to the general rule which, 
much to my regret, I have to apply to 
private Members’ Bills. 


The Aliens Bill. 

Mr. CHURCHILL: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
his attention has been called to the resolu- 
tions relating to the Aliens Bill passed on 
the 28th June ata meeting of citizens held 
in the Midland Hotel, Manchester, pre- 
sided over by the Conservative candidate 
for North-West Manchester and sup- 
ported by many gentlemen of both politi- 
cal Parties; whether he is aware that 
these resolutions urged upon His Majesty's 
Government the need to amend the Bill 
(1) to secure the same express exemption 
to victims of religious persecution as is 
accorded to victims of political persecu. 
tion ; (2) to give the right of appeal to the 
ordinary Courts of law to persons re- 
fused permission to land, or who, having 
been allowed to land, are threatened with 
expulsion from the country, er to ship- 
ping Companies to be burdened with the 
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expenses of their maintenance and re- 
shipment; (3) to prevent an expulsion 
order being made on grounds so trivial as 
“living under insanitary conditions due 
t» overcrowding” ; and (4) to relieve the 
shipping companies of the cost of main- 
taining and returning aliens who, having 
been permitted to land, are subsequently 
expelled for reasons over which the 
shipping companies have no control; 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
these resolutivns were passed at a non- 
Party meetiag not opposed to the general 
principle of excluding undesirable aliens 
by law, His Majesty’s Government will 
endeavour to introduce the desired modi- | 
fications into the Bill during its passage 
through the Committee stage. 


The Answering 


Mr. SPEAKER: Ido not think the 
Question comes within the rule relating 
to Questions which can be asked after five 
minutes to three o’clock, which must be 
urgent and relate to the business of the 
House. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Some of the 
matters touched upon will be discussed 
this afternoon. 


Mr. SPEAKER: If that is so it will 
be open to the hon. Member to put the 
(Questions then. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: My reason for 
putting them now is that it will probably 
be the only time when the Prime 
Minister will be accessible. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
asked as to the arrangements for business, 
and especially as to the Unemployed and 
Workmen's Compensation Bills. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR  : It is clear that 
we can take neither the Workmen’s Com- 
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| but 





pensation Bill nor the Unemployed Bill | 


until we have disposed of the Committee 


stage of the Aliens Bill, and until we have | 


made much further progress with the 
Scotch Bill I can enter into no pledge with 
regard to either of these Bills except the 
negative statement which I have just 


made. I think it is too early to ask about 
Monday. I do not know precisely what | 


of Juestions. 
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progress the House will be able to make 
with the Aliens Bill. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): Are we to 
understand that the Unemployed Bill is 
absolutely dead? We might have an 


Answer ; we shall be out of our misery 
sooner. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 


the hon. Gentleman should be in too great 
haste to deliver a funeral oration. No 
doubt the time of Parliament is running 
short, but the amount of business that 
can be done in the time that remains 
| depends mainly, indeed, almost entirely, 
| upon the good will of Members on both 
sides of the House, and I am not ina 
position to measure the degree of that 
good will at present. 


THE ANSWERING OF QUESTIONS. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL complained 
that the Answers to twenty-five (Questions 
put down last Thursday by Irish Members, 
not actually asked through the 
absence of the hon. Members, had not 
been circulated with the Votes. He asked 
what the rule of the House was in that 
matter. 


Mr. SPEAKER said that if, owing to 
the efflux of time, a Question which 
appeared on the Paper was not asked, 
it was the business of the Minister to 
whom it was addressed to hand the 


‘reply he would have given in to the 


proper quarter, when it would appear, in 
due course, in the Votes circulated to 
Members. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: What 
remedy have we if that is not done ! 


Mr. SPEAKER: I am afraid I cannot 
say what the remedy is. The rule is 
clear and it certainly should be followed. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND asked whether 
the rale applied to Questions not answered 
for any reason—whether the effiux of 
time, the absence of the Minister, or the 
absence of the hon. Member in whose 
name the Question stoed. 


Mr. SPEAKER replied that he could 
not say, on the spur of the moment, 
whether the rule applied in all those 
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cases, but obviously that would be the | 


better course to follow, because an hon. 
Member might be absent through no 
fault of his own. It would be for the 
general convenience of the House if the 
rule were made generally applicable. 


Sin HENRY FOWLER pointed out 
that the rule clearly laid it down that in 
the case of any Question distinguished hy 
an asterisk which had not been answered 
by five minutes to three, the Minister 
should cause the Answer to be printed 
and circulated with the Votes. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought there 
was no doubt whatever that the meaning 
of the rule was as had been indicated by 
the hon. and learned Member for Water- 
ford, and that, if the Question was not 
asked for any reason, it should be 
answered by a printed reply in the Votes. 
He believed that so far as last Thursday 
was concerned the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary scrupulously followed 
the rule, as all the Nationalist Members 
who had (Questions down were absent. 
He much regretted it was not done by 
some other Minister. He did not think 
he himself was guilty. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Oh, 
Answers were not circulated. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ido not think 


that is the case. 


yes, your 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Oh, yes, a Question 
about motoring on Sundays. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Member is mistaken. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Oh, no. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then if it be 
the case I greatly regret it, and I will take 
care that the lapse shall be remedied. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that in the 
case of every Question that had been 
addressed to him and had not been asked 
across the floor of the House, for what- 
ever reason except that of postponement 
by an hon. Member, the Answer had been 
handed in at the Table for circulation 
with the Votes, and, so far as he knew, 
there had never been a single case of 
omission. 
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NEW MEMBER. 
New Member made the Affirmation 


required by Law—Joseph Allen Baker, 
esquire, for the Parliamentary Borough 
of Finsbury (East Division). 


Mr. SPEAKER'S RETIREMENT BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


ALIENS BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.} 


Clause 1. 


The CHAIRMAN moved the first four 
Amendments on the Paper out of order 
and called upon the hon. Member for the 
West Derby Division of Liverpool to 
move an Amendment to line 20, 


Me. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) said it was 
merely a drafting Amendment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
on a point of order, said he had an 
earlier Amendment ¢o propose. 


Tae CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
for Liverpool is in possession. If he 
chooses he can give way. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said it was not 
a question of giving way. He rose im- 
mediately he was in a position to know 
(that his Amendment came first, and he 
had a right, therefore, to be heard. 


THe CHAIRMAN : I understand that 
the hon, Member for Liverpool is not 
claiming to proceed. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES then moved 
to insert, after the word “are,” the word 
“not,” in that part of Sub-section (2) 
which says that the immigration board 
“shall, if they are satisfied that the 
immigrant is not an undesirable person ” ; 
the consequential Amendment being to 
omit the word “not” before the words 
“an undesirable person.” He said that 
one of the defects of the Bill was that it 
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person—on the immigrant instead of on | 


the authority who wished to exclude him. 
The immigrant under the clause as it 
stood would have to prove that he was 
not an undesirable alien, whereas the 
immigration officer ought to be required 
to prove that he was an undesirable alien. 
If this provision had existed in the past 
this country would have lost the services 
of the Walloons, who gave us the woollen 
industry ; of the French, who gave us the 
silk industry ; and of such men as Brunel, 
Jabouchere, and Disraeli. The Bill was 
a reversal of the traditional policy of this 
country, and he submitted that such a 
reversal should be carried out by the 
ordinary rules. If a penalty was sought 
to be imposed on a man it was the duty 
of the person seeking to impose it to 
prove the man was in the wrong. It 
was arule of logic, if not of law, that it 
was not possible to prove a_nega- 
tive, yet they were proposing to call 
on these aliens to prove all kinds of 
negatives. A very serious disability 
was sought to be imposed by this 
Bill, and surely those seeking to im- 
pose it ought to be called upon to prove 
that the person on whom it was to be im- 
posed came within one of the prohibited 
categories of immigrants. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 18, after the word ‘are,’ to 
insert the word ‘not.”’—(.VWr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the word 
‘not’ be there inserted.” 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Rospert Frinutay, Inverness  Burghs) 
was sorry he could not agree with his 
hon. friend either in his law or logic. 
He had told them it was not possible to 
prove a negative, but his hon. friend 
f rgot it was a daily occurrence to do 
thet in connection with the covenant of 
leases. The case contemplated by the 
sub-section was that.of an appeal from 
the immigration officer who had decided 
against an immigrant to the board. Did 


the hon. Gentlernan contend that it was | 


for the respondent in an appeal to prove 
that the judgment of the Court below 
was right? The hon. Member would 


throw on those who were in possession of 
judgment the burden of proving the 
Mr, Gibson Bowles. 
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threw the onus of proof on the wrong! soundness of the judgment, instead of 
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leaving it to the party that appealed to 
prove the judgment wrong. The hon. 
Member seemed to think that every 
alien had a right to land in this country, 
No such right existed. It rested with 
every country to say whom it would 
Tecelve. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.) pointed out that cases were often 
appealed by way of rehearing, and then 
the onus was thrown on the person who 
first initiated proceedings. It certainly 
did seem to him that the proposal of the 
Bill was in conflict with the general 
principles of our criminal procedure, 
This Bill cast the responsibility upon the 
immigrant, who had no means of proving 
his innocence. Surely his aceusers ought 
to establish the case against him. He 
hoped the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
man would brush aside these legal 
subtleties and concede what had been 


asked for. 


' Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) thought 


his right hon. and learned friend would 
acknowledge that, whatever the principles 
of law were, the constitutional practice of 
this country had been to admit aliens 
unsuspected of any criminal offence. 
Surely if they were now going to depart 
from that practice the onus of proof 
should be cast not upon the immigrant 
but upon the immigration board. For 
these reasons he should vote for the 
Amendment. 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Owestry) 
said that according to their constitu. 
tional custom it had always been 
held in this country that a man was 
innocent until he was proved guilty. 
This Bill was proposing a reversal oi 
that practice, for they were laying down 
that a man was guilty until he had 
proved himself innocent. He should 
support the Amendment. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) said he re- 
gretted that the right hon. Gentleman had 
not been able to accept the Amendment, 
which was a reasonable and moderate 
one put forward in no factious spirit. 
He did not think the Attorney-(reneral’s 
great legal knowledge had impressed the 
| House very much. It might be perfectly 
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true that in appealing from one Court to 
another the burden of proof would rest 
upon the appellant, but in this case the | 
eppeal was from an executive official to | 
a Court, and when the appeal went to the | 
Immigration Board that was the very | 


first time the alien came in touch with | | 


the methods of procedure which were 
usually adopted in a Court of justice. | 
When a sanitary inspector made a charge | 


under the Public Health Act he had to | 


prove that charge. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: He is making 
the charge. 


Mr. CHURCHILL 


said they were 


F : . . . | 
charging under this Bill an alien with | 
heing an idiot or a lunatic, or being | eg? ; 

= | section it would tell considerably upon 


an undesirable from being diseased, in 


fact, they were charging an alien with a| 


whole page of offences any one of which 
would afford ground for an action at law. 
If they insisted upon aliens coming be- 
fore the immigration board surely they 
ought to have a fair chance, and the same 
chance which was not denied to 
persons in other Courts. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would reconsider 
his decision, 


Lorp EDMUND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, 
no wish on the Opposition 
the House in anv way to 
up the time of the Committee [Mrvts- 
TERIAL cries of “Oh, oh!” ] He assured 
hon. Members opposite that the point 
wider consideration was one of the utmost 


importance, and he was sure the Attorney- 


ot 


side 


experience that in the early clauses of 
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all | 


Cricklade) said there was | 


unduly take | 


| Noes, 
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|a Bill it very often happened that very 
| important points came up which had to 
be discussed at far greater length than 
‘the later stages of the Bill. By rejecting 
Amendments upon this subject the right 
hon. Gentleman was not advancing the 
| object he had in view—namely, that of 
| passing this Bill as quickly as possible. 
It was a general proposition in law that 
| he who asserted must prove. He agreed 
that it occasionally happened that the 
| burden of proof was shifted, but they 
| were not now concerned with the ex- 
ceptions but with the general proposition, 
_and he contended that the burden of 
proof should be upon the officer and 
/not upon the unfortunate alien. If the 
Home Secretary could hold out some 
hope of modifying this objectionable 


the whole discussion, They were not 
now simply proposing to exclude un- 
desirable aliens in the ordinary sense, but 
this Bill proposed to exclude a man 
merely upon grounds of poverty. That 
was the main objection they had to this 
Bill. Ifan alien coull not show that 
he had a substantial balance at his 
bankers he was liable to be put back on 
board ship and in some cases weuld not 


be allowed to land at all. He 
should have thought that this 
cousideration alone would have 
| led the Government to have received 
this Amendment in a friend _ spirit. 
If the Government rejected ev -y sug- 


gestion of this kind, they musi not be 
| astonished if Members sitting on this 


| side offered a strenuous opposition. 


\ | Question put. 
(feneral would not contradict him when | 


he said it was a matter of universal | 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 


161 ; 
210. (Division List No. 225.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Asher, Alexander 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

> sina Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 


Burke, 


VOL. CXLVITI, [Fourts Sertzs.] 


Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 

E. Haviland 

Buxton, NE(York.NR, Whitby 
Buxton, Sydney Chas.( Poplar) 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Craig, Robt. Hunter (Lanark) | 


Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 
Cullinan, J. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Delany, William 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway) 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
| Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
| Donelan, Captain A. 
| Doogan, P. C. 


2E 
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Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Eibank, Master of 
Ellice, Capt EC (SAndrw’sBghs | 
Ellis, John Edward ( Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter | 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark N.E.) | 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. | 
Grant, Corrie, 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 
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Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F.(Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 


| Lundon, W. 
| Lyell, Charles Henry 
| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mooney, John J. 


| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
| Muldoon, John 
| Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 





Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. H. O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.SirH. 
Bagot, Capt.JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J(Manch’r.) 
Balfour, Capt C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds) 
Balfour, KennethR(Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barry, Sir F. 'T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 


Reddy, M. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
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Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. JA(Glasgow 
Campbell,J.H.M.(Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Chas. William 
Chamberlain, Rt HnJ.A.Worc. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 


| Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Herb Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 

| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

| Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 

! Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 

| Egerton Hon. A. de Tatton 

| Fardell, Sir T. George 
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Rickett, J. Compton 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick i}.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C R( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomson, F.W. (York, W.R.} 
Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, J. Cathcart (Orkney) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N Dorset 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson, John (Vurham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse, Sir JT( Huddersf'd 
| Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Gibson Bowles and Mr 
Cohen. 


Fellowes, Rt. Hn Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt.HnSir J.(Man’r. 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, SirR B (Inv’rn’ss}’ghs 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Garfit, William 
Gordon, Hn.J E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, §.) 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. George J. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nd’ry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
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Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheftield Brightside 
Houldsworth, SirWm.Henry 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hozier, Hn.James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H L.W.(Mile End 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Pristol.S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maconoche, A. W. 

M'Iver, SirLewis{Edinburgh.W 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt Hn SirH.E. Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Me. ATHERLEY-JONES said, draftsman told 
that his object in moving the | 
Amendment standing in his name|the failure. of 


was that the immigrants should know | 
the facts so that they might appeal to 
board, because it was 
upon the latter to finally decide whether 
the immigrants were to be allowed to 
land. Of course, it was obviously neces- 
sary that the immigrants, poor, un- 
educated persons, who were not allowed 
to land, should know the grounds for 
that decision of the immigration officer, 
and the procedure they shou'd take 
to appeal against that. decision. It 
probably would be said that that was a 
matter that could be dealt with by rules 
to be authorised under this Bill. 
the strongest objections to what he could 
not help regarding as a very slovenly 
A very eminent 


the immigration 


method of procedure. 





{3 Juny 1905} 


Middlemore, JohnThrogmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N 
Mitchell, Wm. (Burnley) 
Morgan, D. J. Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 


| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 


| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Jetireys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred | 


Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 


| Pierpoint, Robert 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.Fareham) | 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 


| Renshaw, 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Sir Chares Bine 
Ridley, 8. Forde 


| Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 


Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
| Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
| Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 


Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 


to rules, 


tary’s 


House. 


tules to be 


He had 
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He had always 
embodied in the Act itself. 
that the Home Secretary would fassent 
to the principle of his Amendment. He 
could not think that the right hon. 
Gentleman would have any objection to 
allowing it to be put into the Bill rather 


aS 


Bill. 


Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H (Renfrew 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Rt HnJParker(Lanarks 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord(Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tollemache, Henry James? 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward! 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, ColSirC.E.H(Sheftield 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Welby, Lt.-Col.A C E (Taunton 
Welby, Sir Charles G.E(Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton undLyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Tedd, Sir W. H.( Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E. R (Bath 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


him the other day 


that he attributed in no small degree 


certain Acts to the 


fact that important matters were left 
made by Departments, for 
which the draftsmen was not 
sible. Why should matters of capital 
importance be left to the Home Secre- 
discretion, and 
regarding them he might sanction ? That 
was a derogation of the powers of the 
He could not find any precedent 
for a matter of this kind being left to 


respon- 
to what rules 
made by a Department. 


found the principle 
He was sure 
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than relegating it to his Department over 
which the House had no control. Again, 
there was no provision in the Bill that 
the rules should be laid on the Table of 
the House. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 20, at the end, to insert 
the words—‘(3) It shall be the duty of the im- 
migration officer, when he has withheld leave 
to land as aforesaid, to notify to the master 
of the ship and to any immigrant to whom 
he has so withheld leave the ground or 
grounds upon which he has so withheld leave 
and that such master or immigrant may 
appeal therefrom to the immigration authority 
of the port.””—(Mr. Atherley- Jones.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Akers 
Dovetas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) said he 
had no objection in principle to 
the proposal of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman. There was no doubt that 
instructions would be given to the 
immigration officer to tell the immigrant 
and the master of the ship the ground 
or grounds of the rejection of the former, 
and that they might appeal. But that 
was purely a matter of procedure, and 
could be better dealt with by rules and 
general instructions to the immigration 
officer than by statute. It was hardly 
worth while to encumber the Bill with 
a sub-section when what was desired 
could be accomplished by instructions 
orrules. He could not accept the words 
here, but words tothe same effect might 
be added on the second clause. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8S.) said he 
was glad to hear the Home Secretary 
adopt such a conciliatory spirit. As the 
right hon. Gentleman seemed to invite 
the expression of the wishes of the House 
on the subject, he should like to say 
that there ought to be, on the face of 
the Bill, some direction of the kind 
suggested in the Amendment. It would 
be much more prudent to put a direction 
in the Bill which anyone could under- 
stand that anyone empowered to exclude 
an alien should assign the reason for 
which his exclusion was ordered, not 
only with a view to give information to 
the immigrant and the master of the 
ship, but because the Bill was going to 


Mr, Atherley-Jones 
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be the declaration of the policy of the 
Government. It would be satisfactory 
to have, on the face of the Act itself, a 
declaration, to be read in the sight of all 
men, that it was the right of the immi- 
grant and the master of the ship to know 
the ground on which the former was 
refused leave to land. He quite appreci- 
ated what the Home Secretary s:id, that 
it might be possible to effect the purpose 
by fewer words and in another place; 
only let it be understood that in some 
way or other it would be on the face of 
the Act. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said he agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman opposite 


| that it would be a convenient and a 


right thing that there should be in the 
Bill an indication of the grounds of ex- 
clusion of the immigrant. The right hon. 
Gentlemanthe Home Secretary had stated 
thatin Clause 2 words would be introduced 
which would provide that the immigra- 
tion officer should specify the ground or 
grounds on which the immigrant was 
rejected. That would, he thought, meet 
every purpose. The extremely unsatis- 
factory condition of the Statute-book 
was often due to the fact that they went 
into too great details in their Acts of 
Parliament. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.)  con- 
gratulated the Home Secretary on 
the conciliatory disposition the right 
hon. Gentleman had manifested in his 
desire to accelerate the passage of the 
Bill. He wished to know if the docu- 
ment to be delivered by the immigration 
officer to the immigrant, giving his 
reasons for exclusion, would also contzin 
a statement that the immigrant hada 
right of appeal to the immigration 
board? They ought to remember that 
these transactions were being carried on 
with people who were ignorant of our 
language and our forms of procedure, and 
who laboured under every disadvantage. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that the 
statute could not be cumbered with all 
these details. It was quite enough to 
state the grounds of exclusion. 


Mr. ATHERLEY- JONES said that 
under these circumstances he would with- 
draw his Amendment, reserving his right 
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of criticism of the Home Secretary’s | 
Amendment when introduced. 


{3 JuLy 1905} 
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Mr. CHURCHILL asked if the right 


hon. Gentleman would undertake to insert 


words to provide that the alien should 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) asked if 
the right hon. Gentleman was going tu 
exclude any reference to the master of 
the ship? He appealed to the Home 
Secretary that, in bringing in his Amend- 
ment to Clause 2, he should let the master 
of the ship know in writing the grounds 
for excluding the immigrants. 


Mr. CHURCHILL asked if the right 
hon. Gentleman the Home Secretary, 
would insert words in his Amendment 
which would embody the substantial 
meaning of the Amendment of his hon. 
and learned friend. 


Srk ROBERT FINLAY was under- 
stood to say that there was no necessity 
for encumbering the statute with all 
these details. 


Mr. LOUGH $ said that the Home 
Secretary's concession did undoubtedly 
cover the essence of the Amendment of 
the hon. and learned Member for North- 
West Durham: which was that the docu- 
ment to be handed to the immigrant 
should contain two things—a statement 
of the reasons why he was not to be 
allowed to land, and, secondly, that he 
had a right of appeal. Now the 
Attornev-General appeared to be inclined 
to withdraw that concession. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he would 
never dream of withdrawing any con- 
cession made by his right hon. friend the 
Home Secretary. 


Mr. CHURCHILL asked if the right 
hon. Gentleman would tell the Committee 
clearly what was to be inserted in the 
document ? Were the substance of the 
reasons for exclusion and the knowledge 
of the right of appeal to be made clearly 
known to the immigrant 2 


Mr. AKERS- DOUGLAS said that 
he might point out that every concession 
he had made—and he had made three or 
four—had always led to a further 


expansion of demands and toa lengthened 


debate. 


know the ground on which he was re- 
fused admission, and also that he had the 
right of appeal. 

Mx. AKERS-DOUGLAS : I said noti- 
fication and nothing else. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) said 
the Bill was before the Committee to be 
discussed, and it was the duty of Ministers 
to take advantage of the suggestions of 
hon. Members for the improvement of the 
Bill. They did not accept any concession 
of the right hon. Gentleman as a favour. 
The Amendment asked for two things 
which ought to be granted. An immi- 
grant who might not know the English 
language might be objected to by. the 
immigration ‘officer, By the way, they 
did not know what the qualifications of 
that gentleman were to be; yet he was to 
sit in judgment on thousands of people. 
An immigrant might be rejected without 
any adequate cause, and he should be in- 
formed what the reasons for rejection 
were and that he had the right of appeal. 
What was the objection? Was he to 
be smuggled back without any know- 
ledge that he had the right to appeal ? 
That was unfair to the immigrant, 
unfair to the shipowner and the master 
of the ship, and unfair to the House of 
Commons. The Amendment was a very 
modest one and ought to be accepted 
without a moment’s delay. Did the 
Government seriously contend that their 
object was to keep the information sug- 
gested from the immigrant? He did not 
suppose that the right hon. Gentleman 
would be a party to any such unjust pro- 
ceeding. The right hon. Gentleman had 
inserted the right of appeal in the Bill, 
and why should not the immigrant be 
informed he had such a right? It could 
not interfere with the object of the Bill, 
and he appealed to the right hon. Gentle- 
man to provide some machinery whereby 
an immigrant who was rejected should be 
informed he had the right te appeal. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES asked if the 
Home Secretary had not stated that the 
immigrant should be informed of the 
grounds on which he was rejected, and 
also that he had the right to appeal. 
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Str ROBERT FINLAY said the immi- 


grant would be informed of the grounds 
oi which he was refused admission;; Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
but it was his own strong impres- | the Amendment he desired to move was 
sion that as regarded the appeal it|a corollary to that which had just been 
would be better to have nvtices in| discussed. They did not as yet know 
different parts of the ship, in language | the composition of the board to be set 
which the immigrant could understand. | up, and it was conceivable that a decision 
He must respectfully protest when the | might be given which was unfair and 
Government made a concession’ agiinst | unjust to the immigrant and to the master 
all sorts of details, which could be better | of the ship. It was because he wished 
discussed later, being dragged in. to give the shipowners some sort of appeal 
2 that he moved his Amendment. If they 
“Mr. WALLACE (Perth) asked if the | knew exactly what the constitution of the 
grounds on which an immigrant were | board was to be, perhaps the Amendment 
rejected were to be given to him in| might not benecessary. It was very diffi- 
English, which he might not understand. | cult to make the Bill a good Bill, but he 
: and his hon. friends were endeavouring to 

Sir ROBERT FINLAY said that every | do what they could in that direction, 
effort would be mide to have the reasons | although the process was not easy. It 
properly interpreted to the immigrant. | might be said that the Amendment, if 
adopted, would entail too great delay, 

Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES askel if the | There might be something in that; but 
Attorney-General knew of any substan- | some sort of appeal should be provided, 
tial objection to informing the immigrant | and no better tribunal could be proposed 
that he had the right to appeal. than a Divisional Court. He begged to 
move. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
> d 





Smr ROBERT FINLAY said he would 
certainly consider the matter. His im- 
ould b a that the right of appeal “Tn page 1, line 20, at the end, to insert the 
shou da e stated to exist by some form | words ‘and where leave to land is also withheld 
of notice throughout the ship. by the Immigration Board,the master of the ship 
may appeal to a Divisional Court of the King’s 
an > byes : Sench Division or, where such Court cannot be 
Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) said that formed within seven days of the notice of such 


the Home Secretary gave his hon. friend appeal toa Judge of the said division, and such 
to understand that he agreed to the prin- Court or Judge shall, if satistied that the immi- 
ciple of the Amendment and merely sug- grant is not an undesirable immigrant within 
RE ar aE ee oe Cl © | the meaning of this section, give leave to land, 
ges ™ shat 1t should be moved on Clause | and Jeave su given shall operate as the leave of 
2. Now the Attorney-General stated he | the immigration officer.’ —(.Mr. Tennant.) 
did not agree that an immigrant should | 

be told that he had the right to appeal. 
There was a direct conflict of opinion be- 
tween the two right hon. Gentlemen. 


Amendment proposed— 





Question proposed, * That those words 
be there inserted.” 


| Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he hoped 

Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS said he must | the Committee would not accept the 
beg the hon. Gentleman’s pardon. He | Amendment for the very reason indicated 
was distinctly confirmed by what the | by the hon. Gentleman himself. If 
Attorney-General had said. He accepted | leave to appeal were given in all cases, as 
the principle and said it would be con- | the Amendment advocated, it might lead 
sidered when it was brought up again.|to very great delay. A more serious 
They were very anxious to meet hon. | question would arise as to the liability of 
Gentlemen opposite, but they would not | the shipowner to maintain the immigrant 
be impelled to make further concessions | pending theappeal. If there was to be an 
if this were the spirit in which they were | appeal there should be a stay of execu 
to be received. tion; then the immigrant should be 
kept in the country. But who was to 

Mr, ATHERLEY-JONES asked leave | maintain him? Was it the shipowner! 
to withdraw the Amendment. Or was the general taxpayer to find board 
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and lodging for every immigrant who 
chose to exercise the right this Amend- 
ment would confer? He respectfully sub- 
mitted that the Amendment was an 
impossible one, and would seriously 
hamper the working of the Act. The 
very essence of the matter was despatch. 
Under all these circumstances he hoped 
the hon. Gentleman would not press his 
Amendment. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract) sad he 


quite appreciated the objections that the | 
Attorney-General had taken, but, on the | 


other hand, Parliament would be giving 
under this Bill a power to the immigra- 
tion boards unknown to English law. 
He therefore thought there should be 
some appeal. 


Mr. PEEL (Manchester, 8.) said his 
only objection was that the Amendment 
did not go far enough. He could not 
see, if there was an appeal to the Court 
of King’s Bench, why they should not go 
higher, to the Court of Appeal and to the 
House of Lords. 


Mr. DALZIEL expressed the opinion 
that the arguments of the right hon. and 
learned Attorney-General were directed to 
a matter which was not germane to the 
Amendment. The Amendment asked that 
the master of the ship should have a right 
to appeal, and if he liked to provide food 
and lodging for the immigrant while 
the appeal was pending that was a 
matter which concerned himself alone. 
The point of the Amendment was 
that there might be an immigration 
officer who did not understand the lan- 
guage of the immigrants, and that if he 
told a certain number to stand aside 
they ought to have a right to appzal. 
There was no guarantee of the capacity 
of the immigration board, and therefore 
there should be an appeal. He suggested 
that an appeal to the local police Court 
would answer every point made by the 
right hon. and learned Gentleman, and 
he put it to the right hon. Gentleman in 
charge of the Bill whether the Amend- 
ment was not a reasonable one. 


Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said he quite 
agreed with the Attornev-General that 
there were objections to this Amendment, 
but he thought it would be convenient if 
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the hon. and learned Gentleman told the 
Committee how he proposed to arrange 
the matter unless there was going to be 
a system of appeal. Under this Bill they 
were going to set up immigration boards 
all over the country, which would have 
to deal with difficult and complicated 
questions as to the character of the 
immigrants and the general principles 
upon which they were to be received 
and registered. He submitted that there 
must be some appeal—some regulatjons 
by which the decision of these boards 
must be supervised, controlled, and 
assimilated one with another. If the 
Attorney-General objected to this pro- 
posal perhaps he would explain how an 
immigrant or a master of a ship who 
considered the decision of the Immigra- 
tion Board was not just, could get it 
supervised, 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said there was 
no reason why the judgment of the 
local Recorder should not be re- 
garded as a sufficient Court of Appeal. 
The Attorney-General did not seem to 
appreciate the fact that immense numbers 
of men were brought, say, to the Port of 
Hull, and that there must arise doubtful 
cases in which it was difficult to say 
whether a man was a lunatic or an idiot, 
whether he had sufficient means of sub- 
sistence, or whether he was a person 
who could be properly dealt with under 
the extradition laws. Suppose a rule 
were laid dowa by the immigration 
board it might be followed for all time, 
and prove absolutely ruinous to the trade 
of the port. If that should be the case, 
was it fair that the trade of the whole 
district should be jeopardised by the rule 
of the immigration board, merely be- 
cause the right of appeal was refused. 
He suggested that there was one great 
sifeguard against frivolous appeals, 
which was that the mister of a ship 
would not bring upany case unnecessarily, 
because the costs of the appeal would 
in most cases amount to more than the 
£100 fine under the Bill. It would there- 
fore be only very serious cases which 
would be taken up. The Government 
ought to consider these possibilities, be- 
cause the judgment of the three busi- 
ness men, administrative gentlemen or 
magistrates, whichever they might be, 
might be so serious that not only the 
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master of the ship but the immigrant 
himself ought to have the right of appeal. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar) thought there ought to be 
something in the nature of an appeal if the 
immigration board was to be the official 
authority set up to decide these matters, 
because the board might be efficient or 
inefficient. But whether it was efficient 
or not, it was not a judicial body, and 
therefore there ought to be some appeal 
from its decisions. He asked the Gov- 
ernment to consider this point, and, 
before the Bill passed through Committee, 
to see that some power of appeal was 
incorporated in it. He trusted the 
Government would take notice of the 
zyeneral feeling on both sides of the Eouse 
and give a promise to that effect. As the 
matter at present stood he should vote 
for the Amendment. 


Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) pointed out 
that there might be great laxity at one 
port and great stringency at another, 
and that in such an event the immigra- 
tion traffic would be turned to the port 
at which the laxity existed. He thought, 
therefore, some Court of Appeal was 
necessary. 


Mr. CHURCHILL desired to add 
one word, which was that they were 
not seeking to safeguard the rights 
of immigrants, because they knew in 
some quarters, at least, they were regarded 
as sewage. This was an appeal not on 
behalf of the immigrants, but on behalf 
of the shipping companies, and the 
shipping companies, if they chose, could 
exercise it at their own expense. 
By rejecting this Amendment the Govern- 
ment were simply refusing to their own 
countrymen the right of appeal to the 
Courts of justice of this country as to the 
interpretation of an Act of Parliament. 


Mr. LOUGH submitted that as the 
Home Secretary had power under Sub- 
section 4 to exempt certain ships from 
the operation of the clause other ships 
might have some reason to complain of 
the wav in which they were treated, 
and there ought to be some right 
of appeal. He agreed that the exact 
wording of the Amendment was not the 
best possible, but he thought the Com- 


Mr. Runciman. 
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mittee were practically unanimous in the 
view that something in the way of an 
appeal ought to be provided for hard 
cases. The question of expense would 
have to be dealt with. In America a 
tight of appeal was given to both ship- 
ping companies and immigrants. In the 
interests of the immigrant boards them- 
selves a right of appeal should be given, 
It would be treating the boards with 
absolute contempt if some authority 
were not placed over them to guide them 
when they made mistakes, and they 
would become objects of contempt and 
go out of use because of their inherent 
weakness and rottenness. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Mr. A. J, 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) said there 
appeared to be a consensus of opinion in 
the Committee that the Amendment 
would not work. Even its strongest 
supporters admitted that it would not be 
of any use inthe Bill. But the strangest 
argument that had been put forward was 
that of the hon. Member for West Isling- 
ton, who said that it would be an insult 
to these boards if some authority were 
not placed over their heads to guide them 
in the right way. 


Mr. LOUGH: I said it would be a 


weakness, not an insult. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought it was 
the strangest form of insult of which he 
had ever heard. 


Mr. LOUGH: What I said was that 
these boards, like all other boards in the 
country, wou'd want guidance, and that 
there was a danger of their becoming 
objects of contempt if they were refused 
it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was 
almost as much at variance with that 
version of the argument as with the other. 
Hon. Members had rested almost the 
whole of their case on the fact that the 
process would be so costly that it would 
never be used. 


Mr. TENNANT said that it would be 
only occasionally used. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR said it was the first 
time he had ever heard it suggested that 
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the costliness of the law was an advantage, 
Hon. Members now said that the process 
wold be so expensive—and he was not 
sure they were not correct—that the 
right of appeal would be largely illusory, 
because only the rich would be able 
to avail themselves of it, and they 
would use it only on special occasions. 
He did not think that that was a good 
argument in favour of the Amendment. 
He thought hon. Members opposite re- 
garded the Bill too much as a Bill for 
dealing with legal rights rather than as 
one dealing ina very expeditious manner 
with a matter of administration. When 
they were dealing with matters of 
alministration and not with matters of 
civil rights convenience and rapidity 
were far more important than that nice 
uniformity which hon. Members opposite 
seemed so greatly to favour. They 
appeared to regard it as a terrible 
calamity that a slightly different pro- 
cedure should be adopted in Hull than 
that which was adopted, say, in the Port 
of London. He thought it would be 
unfortunate, but he had two observatiors 
tomake upon it. The first was that 
there was a machinery under the Bill by 
which the Home Office could see that such 
divergence of practice should not take 
place, and the second was thatby common 
consent we had submitted to the greatest 
divergence in the administration of the 
criminal law as between Judges with- 
out any attempt to produce uniformity 
by a Court of Criminal Appeal. The one 
argument against the Bill that had been 
hammered in day after day by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite was that the Bill was 
unworkable, and the Amendments they 
sought to introduce were intended to 
make it unworkable. [OpposITION cries 
of Oh!”] Tf hon, Gentlemen opposite 
regarded that expression of opinion as 
offensive he would withdraw it and 
restate the proposition by saying that 
their Amendments were intended to make 
the Bill so theoretically perfect a piece 
of mechanism that in this rough world, 
Where rapidity of procedure was the 
greatest desideratum, the machinery 
Would not carry out the object for which 
it was intended. He earnestly pressed 
on the Committee not unduly to com- 
plicate this measure by a system of 
appeal which was very costly in our 
ordinary legal system, where it was, 
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unfortunately, necessary, and which 
would be both cumbrous and costly in 
this Bill where, in his judgment, it was 
not necessary, 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.) said that 
although the Amendment might possibly 
be improved in form, and be better 
introduced in another place, yet there 
was a general feeling that this was a 
matter in which some right of appeal 
ought to be provided. He did not agree 
with the right hon. Gentleman that the 
questions which would have to be sub- 
mitted to these immigration boards would 
be substantially administrative questions. 
He thought they would be called upon 
to deal with serious and difficult 
questions of evidence, and even with 
questions of law, and the Government 
had themselves so far acknowledged that 
that would be the case that, in the course 
of the debate on the Second Reading, 
they agreed that one of the members of 
the board should in all cases be a lawyer, 
so that there should be at least one 
person competent to deal with the ques- 
tions of evidence that mustarise. Then 
the right hon. Gentleman said that the 
matter was sufficiently safeguarded by 
the powers of the Home Secretary. 
Where in the Bill were they to find those 
powers ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What I said 
was that uniformity was safeguarded by 
the Bill. 


Mr. ASQUITH: By what provision ? 
[After a pause.} I am waiting for an 
answet. 


Ste ROBERT FINLAY: I think my 
right hon. friend was referring to the pro- 
visions in Section 8, Sub-section 4. The 
right hon. Gentleman opposite will agree 
with me that the Home Office, if there 
was any reason to suppose that the 
immigration boards were going wrong, 
could send round a circular pointing out 
that they were taking an erroneous view 
of the law with regard to these matters, 
and it would be the duty of the boards}to 
conform to the intimation from the 
Home Secretary. 


Mr. ASQUITH said/it was quite true 
that Section 8, Sub-section 4, did give a 
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right of appeal to the Home Secretary in| 
Certain cases, but it was quite clear that 

the very thing they were discussing was 

left out, viz.. whether the board had come 

to a right decision as to the desirability 

of a person. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never said 
that the Home Secretary had powers 
under the Bill to act as a Court of 
Appeal upon all the questions that might 
arise. What I said was that the Home 
Office had power to produce that general 
uniformity of procedure, the absence of 
which was regarded by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite as a serious blot on the Bill. 


Mr. ASQUITH said they were getting 
at it by degrees. Section 8, Sub-section 
4, at any rate, was out of the question. 
The right hon. Gentleman fell back on 
what he assumed to be some general, 
undefined, latent constitutional power 
in the Home Office to keep the tribunals 
of the country in proper order. He 
knew of no such power. The circulars 
sent from the Home Office were merely 
pieces of advice, and there was no obli- 
gation on the part of those receiving 
them to follow them. He remembered 
one particular case, viz., the circular as to 
the expediency of allowing people out 
on bail, The majority of the Courts 
of petty session studiously disregarded 
the circular, and he saw no reason 


to think that these immigration 
boards, which would’ be clothed, 
unless some right of appeal was 
given, with plenary and_ indisputable 


authority in all these matters, would any 
more feel bound by a circular from the 
Home Office. In view of the complexity 
of the questions that might be submitted 
to these boards he thought the Govern- 
ment ought to consider the desirability 
of a right of appeal being given, and he 
suggested that his hon. friend might with- 
draw his Amendment if the Government 
would undertake on Clause 2, which 
defined the constitution of the immigra- 
tion board, to consider whether there 
should not be a right of appeal. 


Mr. TENNANT said he did not know 
whether the right hon, Gentleman was 
going to accept that suggestion. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said the sugges- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Mr. Asquith. 
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Member for East Fife was that the 
Government should finda plan for doing 
what, in the opinion of the Government, 
was very questionable, and which would 
introduce dangers and difficulties which 
would make the Bill more complex. 


Mr. TENNANT said he was very 
anxious not to take a division if the 
result would be that his proposal would 
be ruled out of order on Clause 2. That 
would be the effect of taking a division 
now and he would rather withdraw his 
Amendment. [Cries of ‘No, no!”] He 
disclaimed the innuendo thrown out by 
the Prime Minister that the object of his 
Amendment was to devise machinery 
which would make the working of the 
Bill so difficult that it would break down. 
That was not his desire, because he wished 
to make the Bill as good as it could he 
made. He asked leave to withdraw his 
Amendment. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
that in the United States there were 
more immigrants dealt with by many 
thousands than were ever likely to 
have to be dealt with by the immigration 
officers in this country. When an alien 
wag rejected in the United States he 
had a right of appeal from the officer to 
& board, and if he wished for a further 
appeal he could go to the Superinten- 
dent of Immigration, and after that the 
Secretary of State was able to 
review the decision. He wished to 
point out that in the United States all 
these examinations were private matters, 
and it was especially provided that in the 
instances of inquiry into the case of a man 
suspected of being a convict or of a woman 
of being a prostitute, they should not be 
taken in open Court. This was a matter 
for the country itself to decide, and in 
the interests of everybody it was done 
privately and could be reviewed by the 
Secretary of State. This Bill, if passed 
into law, would give exactly the same 
protection in this country. He trusted 
that this Amendment would be negatived 
upon its merits and the point got rid of. 


Mr. ' SEELY/Shoped the Attorney- 
General’ would consider how _ this 
immigration board could be brought 
into a similar position to a Court of 
petty sessions, It seemed to him that 
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there ought to be some arrangement by 
which, if a board in Hull gave a certain 
decision and another board in Grimsby 
gave a totally different decision upon 
exactly the same facts, the question 
could be raised, and in a Court of petty 
sessions that could be done. He under- 
stood that these immigration boards 
would be absolutely independent bodies. | 





Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: | 


No, no! 


Mr, SEELY said that what the hon. 
Member for Liverpool had stated might | 
be a very suitable arrangement for the | 
United States, but he was not very keen 
about introducing American principles 
into this country. He would like the 
Attorney-General to tell them whether 
there was any means of supervising the 
decisions of these boards. When a man 
Was unjustly treated by one of these 
boards he should have a right of appeal. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said he did | 
not think the hon, Member was correct 
in saying that there was no check what- 
ever upon the proceedings of these 
boards, because there was a provision in 
Clause 8 for securing uniformity. The 
Prime Minister had said that there 
seenied to be a general consent that the 
Amendment was impossible, and he had 
nothing to add to what the right hon. 
(rentleman had said. If any satisfactory 
proposal could be made upon a subse- 





quent clause the Government would, of 
course, take it into consideration. 
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*Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) said they did not know 


whether the boards suggested under the 
Bill would be removable or not, and yet 


they would have great powers, possibly 


enabling them to seize a vessel under 
certain circumstances. Supposing one 
of these boards ordered certain immi- 
grants to be taken back on board and the 
shipowner refused to take them back 
again to the country from which they 
embarked. Would these boards have 
power to seize that vessel? Were they 
going to give these boards, which were 
being set up at the dictates of individuals 
who represented certain constituencies 


| which were affected, the power to seize 


British ships. It would be very dangerous 
to allow such drastic powers to such 
boards. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said upon 
this occasion he agreed with the 
Attorney-General’s attitude towards the 
Amendment, although the reasons he had 
given for taking this course were not 
altogether satisfactory. The last sub- 
section of Clause 8 gave absolutely des- 
potic power to the Home Secretary, who 
might be succeeded by some one less 
capable than the present Home Secretary, 
in whom he had the greatest confidence. 
He thought this was a very dangerous 
power to put into the hands of a Secre- 
tary of State. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :— Aves, 176; 
Noes, 239. (Division List No. 226.) 


AYES. 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.} 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, RtHn.Hervert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barran, Rowland Hirst. 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Black, Alexander William 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Buxton, NE(York,NR, Whitby 


Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar 
| Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan(Cardigan) 


Delany, William 





Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark | 


Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N. 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptEC.(SAndrw’sBghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 





819 Aliens; 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E. (Berwick) | 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt.Hon. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH 
Bagot, Capt.JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel] James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir FrederickGeorge 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
3arry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
sartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sfr M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Bingham, Lord 

Blandell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 





| O'Mara, James 


Priestley, Arthur 
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Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah ; 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Chas. Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morley, Rt.Hn. John (Montrose 
Muldoon, John 
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Roche, Augustine (Cork) 

Roche, John (Galway, East) 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel; 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John B. 

| Sinclair, John (Forfarshire 

| Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHnC.R( Northants) 

Murphy John Stanhope, Hon. Phi James 

Nannetti, Joseph P. Stevenson, Francis S. 

Nolan, Col John P.(Galway. N. | Strachey, Sir Edward 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Sullivan, Donal 

Nussey, Thomas Willans | Thomas, David A. (Merthyr 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | Ure, Alexander 

O'Connor, James (Wicklow,W | Wallace, Robert 

O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | Warner, Thomas Courtenay 'T. 

O'Dowd, John | Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 

O’ Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. | White, George (Norfolk) 

O'Malley, William | White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

| Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. Halifax) 

| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters( N Dorset 

| Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 

| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

| Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N. 
Woodhouse, Sir-?T (Huddersf'd 

| Young, Samuel 

Rea, Russell | Younger, William 

Reddy, M. | Yoxall, James Henry 

Redmond, John E. (Watertord | 

Rickett, J. Compton | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— Mr. 

Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) Tennant and Major Seely. 

Robson, William Snowdon 





O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 


NOES. 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brassey Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Sir Alex H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.JA(Glasgow 
Campbell, J.HM.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. Birm. 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


Cross, Herb.Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hon. Sir Savile 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir Fred Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Egerton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Rt,Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Man’er 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirRB.(Inv’rn’ssB’ ghs) 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir RobertPenrose 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
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Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S. | Round, Rt. Hon. James 


Gordon, J.(Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. S. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Mr. ATHERLEY- JONES said that 
the next Amendment standing in his 
name was to leave out Sub-section 3 
of Clause 1. His objection to it was 
that it was incoherent, unintelligible, 
and unworkable. Sub-Section (a) of 
Sub-clause 3 proposed that an immi- 
grant should be excluded from this 
country as undesirable who had not in 
his possession, or was not ina position to 
obtain, the means of decently supporting 
himself and his dependents, if any. That 
Was a provision unknown to the law of 


any other country. It was quite true. 





that there was some sort of approach to 
itin one or two of our Colonies, and some 
more approximate provision in the law 
of the United States; buteven the latter 
did not go nearly as far as this sub- 
section. The law of the United States 
required that a man or a woman who 


‘landed on their shores should not bea 


person who was likely to become a 
charge on the public funds of the country, 
or on the locality in which he or she 
landed. That threw upon the immi- 


grant the onus of establishing to the 


satisfaction of the immigration officer 
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that he had got in his pocket the 
amount of money to support himself 
and his dependents, if any. But there 
was no stipulation as to the length of 
time for which it was necessary to 
support himself. Of course it would be 
possible for a man to show that though 
he was not in possession of a certain 
amount of money at the moment, he was 
in possession of a skilled trade, and that 
he might be able to obtain employment 
almost immediately. 


This was an Amendment which raised 
a sharp line of contradistinction between 
the attitude of the Prime Minister and 
that of the ex-Colonial Secretary, the 
right hon. Member for West Birmingham. 
The Prime Minister, in answer to a 
Question put to him lately, emphatically 
declared that this Bill was not of a 
protective character, and that it was in 
no sense intended to shut out honest and 
diligent working foreigners who might 
find their way to our shores. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham, on the contrary, said he 
hailed the advent of this measure as a 
step in the direction of protecting indus- 
trial labour in this country. He was 
disposed to think that the viewentertained 
by the right hon. Member for West 
Birmingham was the true one. Theclau e 
proposed to shut out a man from landing 
on those shores simply becaus> he was 
poor. 


Let him ask what was the data which 
had been laid before the Committee 
from extraneous sources or from the 
evidence of the Royal Commission. The 
ex-Colonial Secretary proposed that 
poverty should be the ground of ex- 
clusion of foreigners. ‘The evidence laid 
before the Royal Commission distinctly 


established that the general body of | 


foreigners who came to this country 
were industrious, sober people, who 
seldom differed from the wage-earning 
classes in this country. They, in fact, 
compared favourably with the Br:tish 
wage-earning classes in these respects. 
It was also shown that so far as moral 
character was concerned they compared 
favourably with the British artisans. Of 
course, that did not arise in this sub- 
section, because other sub-sections dealt 


{COMMONS} 


with criminals and those who became | 


Thig sub- 


criminals after arriving here. 


Mr. Atherley-Jones. 


| 
i 
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section only dealt with people on the 
ground of poverty alone. He could con- 
ceive of cases in which a large number of 
people from foreign countries might come 
here, flooding the labour market, and 
displacing British labour; and that in 
those cases the Government might be 
justified in excluding those large numbers, 
or imposing some reasonable test on them. 
But there was no evidence to that effect, 
Paragraphs 129 and 131 of the Report of 
the Royal Commission said that there was 
no real competition on the part of these 
foreign immigrants with British labour. 
On the contrary, the foreign labourers, 
who came here carried on new industries, 
such as slop-tailoring, certain classes of 
cabinet-making, and extensions of the 
cheap boot-making trade which did not 
exist before. The Royal Commission said 
on the whole they had arrived at the 
conclusion, after weighing the evidence 
on both sides, that it had not been proved 
that there was any serious displacement 
of direct skilled English labour. On 
the contrary, these three ‘ndustries 
in which the aliens were engaged 
had been beneficial in various ways, 
because they had _ increased _ the 
demand for the consumption of goods 
manufactured in this country which had 
formerly been imported from abroad. 


Masor EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) asked what did the 
hon. and learned Gentleman say as to 
the displacement of unskilled labour ? 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES said that 
the Report of the Royal Commission siid 
that it was impossible to say how much 
unskilled labour had been displaced. 


Major EVANS GORDON said _ there 
was another paragraph which went much 
beyond that. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES said that the 
Royal Commission gave elaborate tables 
in which they showed the various 
occupations of aliens arriving in this 
country from Russia and neighbouring 
provinces in other countries — the 
great bulk of whom were Jews. 
These Jew aliens were almost entirely 





engaged in the cabinet-making trade, 
slop-tailoring—largely exported from this 
country—and the cheap boot-making 
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trade. So that it was perfectly clear | 


that they did not interfere with British 
labour. What conclusion did he draw ? 
Shut out unhealthy and criminal aliens 
in proper form and by proper machinery ; 
but why shut out those decent, honest, 
industrial labourers unless they displaced 
English labour. The only answer was 
that the country supposed, as the right 
hon. Member for West Birmingham 
suggested, that these aliens were com- 
petitors with English labourers. There- 
fore, he contended that this measure was 
intended to delude the country into the 
belief that the Conservative Government 
was the champion and defender of British 
labour as against foreign labour. What 
he wished to show was that one portion 
of the clause, as it stood, ought to be 
obliterated and another portion of the 
clause ought to be modified in certain 
directions at which he had hinted. 


He passed on “to other sub-sections of 
Sub-clause 3. Unless the right hon. Gen- 
tleman could state some grievance which 
the sub-section would deal with, he was 
entitled to ask the Committee to 
eliminate it. With regard to overcrowd- 
ing, it had been established by the 
evidence of the Medical Officer of 
Health for London that it did not exist 
in the alien-inhabited districts to any- 
thing like the extent it did in the non- 
alien-inhabited districts. There was 
another very serious objection, The sub- 
section would prohibit the landing of an 
immigrant on the ground that he had been 
convicted of a criminal offence. He quite 
agreed that if satisfactory evidence was 
produced that a man had been convicted 
of an indictable offence, it would be a 
proper subject for consideration as to 
whether he should not be excluded; 
but a man might have committed 
some trivial offence involving no 
moral obliquity, and that was another 
matter. The Bill, however, proposed 
that a man sentenced in any foreign 
country for an offence should be excluded. 
The Committee was entitled to know 
what evidence would be submitted that 
a person had been convicted of a criminal 
ofience. The only two classes of evidence 
were a record, or the very loose evidence 
that might be given by one executive 
officer to another. | 
nothing more dangerous than a system | 
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which depended on the statement of a 
Russian police officer to the officer to be 
appointed by the Home Secretary which 
did not involve any judicial responsibility. 
It was a violation of the elementary 
principles of justice ; and he was amazed 
that right hon. Gentlemen, cherishing the 
same traditions as they did about the 
inviolability of English liberty, should 
propose to put it in the power of a police 
officer in Russia, Germany, or France, 
with the sanction of an official in this 
country, to deny the right to land. 


The gravity of the proposal was even 
greater than that ; because the sub-section 
stated that aman might enter if he could 
prove he was entering solely to avoid 
prosecution for a_ political offence. 
But how could he prove it? There 
would only be his ¢pse dirit that he was 
a political refugee, and that the Russian 
Government desired to capture him. 
He had net to satisfy any English Court ; 
only the immigration officer appointed 
by the Home Secretary. Then if he 
wished to appeal if he were rejected, the 
immigration officer would point to the 
notice in Yiddish on theship. Who was 
to judge whether the offence was political 
or not? It was a very nice question 
indeed as to what was a political offence 
and what wasnot. It formed the subject 
of a great deal of controversy from 


time to time; and the deciding 
factor was whether it had or had 
not a political tinge. But that was 
not of general acceptance; and the 
legal pundit that might be appointed 
might be only the local attorney. 


He would decide whether the offence 
was political or not; and on his judg- 
ment the political refugee might be sent 
back. He had, it was true, a kind of 
appeal to a non-judicial board; a more 
extraordinary solecism in English law 
he had never heard of. The right of 
asylum in this country had alwavs been 
most jealously guarded, not by our 
statesmen but by our Courts. Ac- 
cording to the idea of the Attorney- 
General, the King’s writ was not to run 
as regarded the immigration officer or 
the immigration board. He ventured to 
assert that the section ought to be ex- 
cluded from the Bill; that a fresh section 
should be drawn; and that a clause 
should be drawn devoted entirely to the 
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question whether or not there should be | 


exclusion on these grounds. He quite 
recognised how unworkable it all was, 
and how utterly the United States 
had failed to prevent the immigration of 
criminals into that country; but he 
would not object to some provision of 
that character. He objected, however, 
to the rejection of a man because he 
was poor. The test should be the 
possession of the will to work, and the 
physical power to work. The Bill 
would prevent such a man from bringing 
in his dependents. He asked the right 
hon. Gentleman in charg: of the Bill 
to consider whether it was not an 
unkindly proposal to exclude an honest 
ard industrious alien at a time of great 
suffering in Eastern Europe. It was a 
proposal entirely contrary to all the 
traditions of this country, and a violation 
of the freedom which this country had 
always afforded to people of other 
nationalities. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 21, to leave out Sub- 
section 3.”—(Mr, Atherley Jones.) 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Jean) asked what 
course the Chairman proposed to adopt 
in connecticn with the Amendment. It 
proposed to leave out a large portion 
of the measure, and would give rise to 
a Second Reading debate. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
handed me an Amendment which I 
thought he intended to move. It was 
desirable, however, that the debate 
should take place in detail; and the 
ovly course, therefore, is to put the 
first two lines of the section proposed to 
be omitted. 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out to the word 
‘immigrant’ in line 22, stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he fully 
recognised that this was one of the most 
important parts of the Bill, and suggested 
that for convenience of discussion it 
would be better to first consider the 
various proposals for dealing with the 
Sub-sections (a) and (b). 


Mr. Atherley-Jones. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill, 828 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES agreed to 
'the suggestion and begged leave to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. EMMOTT said the Amend. 
ment he now moved opened up one 
of the most crucial and controversial] 
parts of the Bill. The real question was 
whether poverty was to be by itself a 
test of an alien’s coming into this country 
or not. Sub-section (a), the deletion of 
which he moved, provided that an alien’ 
should be excluded unless he could 
show he had the means of decently 
supporting himself. In his opinion the 
wording of the clause called for a good 
deal of explanation. What was, for 
‘instance, to be the test as to whether 
an alien had the means of decently 
supporting himself ? These matters, 
however, he left to others. The question 
he wished to deal with was whether real 
harm was being done at this moment 
by the influx of aliens such as they had 
seen up to the present. He admitted 
that in places like Stepney there was 
some inconvenience. But the real ques- 
tion was whether evil was being done as 
‘a whole by the present influx. — 


THE CHAIRMAN pointed out that that 
was a question which could be more 
properly dealt with on Second Reading, 
or upon the Question that that clause 
stand part. 


*Mr. EMMOTT submitted that that 
amount of grievance rested upon a 
number of the aliens who came in to this 
country and settled here. He said 
he had waited to bring up _ this 
point on this particular Amendment 
because it was of the greatest im- 
portance that the country should know 

| the facts. The point was what was the 
number of these aliens as compared with 
the aliens of other countries. If they took 
the figures of the last census they found 
there was a less population of aliens 
per thousand here than elsewhere. Com- 
pared with Germany they were only half 
as many, and with France only one-third. 
| He further pointed out that in some cases 
‘these aliens, if they did not introduce 
“new trades, at any rate developed 
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new trades; that their effect upon the 
question of wages, therefore, could not 
have been very detrimental, and that 
there were a fewer number of paupers 
among them _ proportionately. The 
Home Secretary had said this state 
of things was getting worse, and had 
put alarming figures before the Com- 
mittee as to the increase of the alien 
population of this country. Last year 
the right hon. Gentleman put before the 

House figures as to 1903 and finally 
apologised for them and withdrew them. 
This year he had given the figures for 
1904 and had stated quite accurately 
that 194,986 aliens came into this country 
from Europe. Of those 9,278 were 
known to be transmigrants, and 7,697 
were found later to be transmigrants. 
In addition he deducted 21,865 
seamen and that left him with a 
figure of 75,148, the greater pro- 
portion of whom, he said, remained and 
settled in thiscountry. The figures which 
the Home Secretary gave were official 
figures and he did not object to them; 
but he did object to the statement that 
the greater proportion of the 75,000 
remained and settled in this country. 
That was merely a pious opinion of the 
Home Secretary. He could not prove 
it. He (Mr. Emmott) would submit 
figures which he believed would go far 
to show that the argument on which 
the Home Secretary had rested his plea 
could not be relied upon. 

The only means they had of 
knowing anything about this matter 
was by the census figures of 1901 
as compared with previous periods. 
In 1901 there were in this country, 
according to the census returns, 67,401 


more aliens than there were in I[&91. 
What he thought the Home Secre- 


tary might have done before putting 
those figures before the House and deduc- 
ing that argument from them, was to 
have compared similar figures taken in the 


ten years from 1891 to 1900 with the | 


actual census returns. That he (Mr. 
Emmott) had done. In those ten years 
the total number of aliens who were not 


stated to be transmigrants, who came | 





into this country—less the seamen— 
were 369,772 or thereabouts. The num- 
ber was actually larger, because in the 
first two years the number who came to 


Newhaven were not taken into account. 
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That figure of 369,772 corresponded with 
the figure of 82,845 for 1904, which was the 
number of aliens coming into this country 
less the known transmigrants, and less 
the seamen, quoted by the Home Secre- 
tary. The Home Secretary reduced the 
figure of 82,000 to the figure of about 
72,000 by deducting those who were 
afterwards found to be transmigrants, 
and also some two or three thousand 
who returned to the Continent by the 
help of the Jewish Board of Guardians 
and other bodies of that kind. 
Therefore, in order to make his (Mr. 
“mmott’s figures compare with those 
of the Home Secretary, he reduced the 
569,000 to 300,000, and he would take 
off 30,000 more on account of deaths, 
bringing it down to 270,000. According 
to the Home Secretary there should 
have been 270,000 more aliens in the 
country in 1901 than in 1891. The actual 
figures of the census were 67,401. He 
claimed to have shown that the 
Home Secretary had exaggerated at 
least four-fold the number of aliens 
who remained in this country. That 
was the only means of testing the 
reliability of such figures, and he believed 
it showed that the Home Secretary’s 
argument was unreliable. The Home 
Secretary had treated the House with 
such courtesy and good temper that he 
was anxious not to say anything dis- 
courteous or offensive, but he was sorry 
that he had misled—no doubt uninten- 
tionally—so many people by quoting the 
figures to which he had called attention. 

He believed there was no means of 
ascertaining what the balance of aliens 
who came into this country and settled 
there was, because there was no record of 
the number of aliens whowent to ordrifted 
back to the Continent. The number of those 
was very large. The Board of Trade, 
however, made a comparison of the bal- 
ance inwards from Europe of all passen- 
gers, with the balance of aliens outwards 
to the countries out of Europe. It was 
assumed by the Board of Trade that the 
balance of passengers inward from Europe 
represented the net balance of aliens who 
came into this country from Europe. 
They knew positively the number of 
aliens on balance who left this country 
for countries out of Europe, and the 
| Board of Trade regularly made the com- 
| parison. In the ten years to which he 
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had already referred the excess in from 
Europe was 508,000, and the excess out 
to non-European countries was 329,000, 
leaving 179,000, from which had to be 
deducted the whole or the greater portion 
of the seamen. Here, however, was 2 
difficulty. He could not even guess 
at the number of seamen who came into 
this country as passengers and left as 
seamen. But it was a curious coincidence 
that by deducting the whole of the seamen 
—111,000—there were left 68,000, which 
were very near the figures in the census 
returns. He could not, however, rely 
on those figures, and he would found on 
them only two arguments. First, that 
they were much safer figures than the 
Home Secretary’s, and, secondly, that so 
far from the number of alien immigrants 
intending to settle here being unusually 
large in 1904 it was unusually small. In 
fact, there was the strongest reason to 
suppose that the number of aliens in this 
country at the end of 1904 was consider- 
ably smaller than at the beginning of the 
year. The balance in from Europe 84,389. 
and the balance out to places out of 
Europe, 83,000, left a difference of about 
1,000, as compared with an average of 
18,000, or 20,000 during the last ten or 
twelve years, from which had to be 
deducted the number of seamen who 
came here as passengers and went out 
as members of ships’ crews. Therefore, 
seeing that they must deduct from the 
balance of 1,000 a proportion of the 
12,000 odd seamen who came into this 
country and got engagements as members 
of ships’ crews, he thought it was per- 
fectly certain that. as the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean had said, in 1904 the number of 
aliens in this country did not increase, 
but diminished. And to anybody who 
had followed the matter there was a 
perfectly good reason why that should be 
the case. Last year was the year of the 
great rate war of the shipping companies. 
Passages could be got from this country 
to America as low as £2 per person. 
From Germany they were all the time 
about £6. Therefore, a great many 


people who came to England, and aliens 
who were already here, took advantage 
of that low price in order to get out to 
America, and the probabilities were that 
the alien population was reduced in 1904 
owing to that rate war. 


Mr. Emmott. 
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He apologised for detaining the 
Committee so long with these details, 
‘but he wanted to put before them 
the conclusions to which he, after a 
good deal of study of the question, 
had come. The Committee knew that 
the evil in the past had not been a 
great evil. He thought he had shown 
conclusively that it did not grow worse 
in 1904, and if they were going to inter- 
fere with that traffic they would inter- 
fere with the shipping interest, they 
would stop or hinder the transmigrant 
trade, and diminish the returns of 
shippers and railways, and a great many 
other people who made money out of 
those transmigrants in this country, 
Under those circumstances he submitted 
that no case had been made out for 
introducing this new and novel principle 
of the poverty test. What might come 
in the future he could not tell. He quite 
admitted that the moment might arrive 
when we should have to protect ourselves 
against alien immigration. All he was 
pleading for was that at present no case 
had been made out for the poverty test, 
and until it was made out he protested 
against the crippling of cur shipping. 
He wanted the Committee to think 
seriously of what those men were. Most 
of them were the victims of political or 
religious disabilities, or had been 
subject to conditions of a tyrannical kind 
in their own country. They saw before 
them a new home for their future 
in distant lands. They did not come to 
England, for the most part, meaning to 
stop here. They did not covet our 
workers’ bread. He asked the Com- 
mittee to think of this long, patient, 
unending stream of men—their faces 
worn with the labours and trials ard 
hardships of the past, but with one little 
gleam of hope in their hearts as they 
looked across the ocean which separated 
them from the free lands of the West to 
which they desired to go, and he beggcd 
the Committee not to put obstacles in 
the way of these men, but rather to bid 
them God-speed on their long journey. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 23, to leave out sub- 
paragraph (a).”—(Mr Emmott.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
| ‘if’ stand part of the clause.” 
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THE PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY tro tHe BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) de- 
sired to say a word with regard to the 
figures compiled by the Board of Trade. 
The hon. Member for Oldham had 
endeavoured to prove that there were 
no alien immigrants coming into this 
country at all. 


*Mr. EMMOTT said his figures related 
to 1904, and referred to immigrants 
coming and settling. 


Mr. BONAR LAW? said that the 
argument of the hon. Member really 
meant that the whole alien question was 
a myth and ought to be treated as such. 


*Mr. EMMOTT said he did not con- 
tend that it was entirely a myth. He 
had dealt with the figures of the past, and 
particularly with 1904. It was just 
possible that some aliens left in 1904 who 
had settled here previously, but he did 
not think that number would be large. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said he was quar- 
relling, not with the hon. Member’s words, 
but with his conclusion. If the con- 
clusion of the hon. Member was that 
practically no aliens came into the 
country in 1904, his argument was rightly 
described as being that the whole question 
was a myth and ought to be treated as 
such. On the face of it that was a 
difficult position to hold, and it required 
some courage for a member of the Oppo- 
sition to express such a view after the 
unusual, he believed unprecedented, 
action of certain Liberal Members and 
candidates in, if not dictating, at any 
rate suggesting to the Leader of the 
Opposition the course he should take on 
the Second Reading. They, at any rate, 
took a different view from that of the 
hon. Member, but they came from 
London, and perhaps were better able 
to judge, or, as was more likely, they 
knew that the men whom they expected 
to return them at the next election looked 
upon the question not as a myth, but as 
a reality, and that unless they showed 
some sympathy they would have little 
chance of being elected. 

Several HON. MEMBERS: What 
about East Finsbury ? 
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Mr. DALZIEL asked, on a point of 
order, whether it would be possible for 
other hon. Members to traverse the same 
ground as the Parliamentary Secretary in 
dealing with this Amendment. 


THe CHAIRMAN understood that the 
hon. Gentleman was dealing with the 
argument of the hon. Member for Oldham 
that there was no such thing as a serious 
immigration of aliens. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Then we will be 
able to follow the same line and have 
another Second Reading debate. 


Mr. BONAR LAW asked the Com- 
mittee to consider how the hon. Member 
attempted to prove his peculiar pro- 
position. He had taken two sets of 
figures prepared by the Board of Trade 
and mixed them. One of those sets was 
relevant to the subject and was specially 
prepared for the purpose, while the other 
was not only admittedly unreliable, but 
absolutely irrelevant. There was little 
difference of opinion as to the figures 
prepared by the Board of Trade specially 
to deal with this subject. They had 
been prepared year after year since 1888 
tor the sole purpose of giving the country 
a means of judging the question dealt 
with by the Bill, and they showed that 
last year, after making every possible 
deduction, there came into this country 
75,000 people of this class with the in- 
tention, so far as the Board had means 
of judging, of settling here. Taking 
those figures by themselves there was 
not much room for difference of opinion. 
It had been said that a great many who 
were not returned as such were really 
en route to other countries. He did not 
deny it, but after the Board had used 
every means at their disposal for finding 
them out there remained these 75,000. 
But if it was probable that a certain 
number of those who were returned as 
coming to this country for the purpose 
of settling did find their way to other 
countries, what grounds were there for 
not supposing that a considerable num- 
ber who coming in at one port said 
they were transmigrants yet remained 
here instead of transmigrating? He 
thought it was not unfair to set off one 
class against the other; in any case he 
confidently asserted that so far as figures 
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were available at all they showed that 
75,000 of these people came into the 
country in 1904, and came, as far as the 
Board could judge, for the purpose of | 
remaining. 


Mr. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel): Do you make 
that statement / 


ONS} 
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figures on which the hon. Member relied 
was based on no actual knowledge of 
the number of foreigners who came to 
and went from this country, and that 
in the very book in which the figures 
were found it was pointed out that all 
that was done was to assume that the 
balance struck between those who came 
in and those who did not go out was 


|composed of alien transmigrants? The 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I say the Board 
of Trade statistics show that. 


STUART SAMUEL: Do 
statement ? 


" Mr. 
make that 


you 


Mr. BONAR LAW: I do; I repeat 


the statement. 


Mr. STUART SAMUEL: I ask 
the hon. Gentleman whether he states 
that 75,000 came last year to settle. 





Mr. BONAR LAW said he did so 
far as his information went. [Cries of 
“Oh!’] What more did hon. Gentle- 
men want? So far as these statistics 
were of any value they showed that last 
year 75,000 of these aliens came into 
this country and came to settle here. 
The hon. Member asked him what his 
private opinion was. It would not be 
worth anything. 


Mr. EMMOTT asked whether the hon. | 
Gentleman had tested these figures by | 
the census. That was the real point. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said he had not. | 
He asked the Committee to observe | 
this. The hon. Member began by draw- | 
ing certain inference from the Board of | 
Trade figures. He showed that those | 
inferences were altogether wrong [Cries | 
of ‘“No’’], and the hon. Member then | 
turned round and asked him what was | 
his private opinion and whether he had 
fortified it in some other way than by | 
the Board of Trade figures. The curious | 
process by which the hon. Gentleman 
arrived at this result was to leave out 
of account those figures which ad- 


mittedly were prepared for this purpose, 
and to deal with figures which related 
not to alien immigration at all but to 
the general inflow and outflow of pas- 
sengers between this country and Europe. 
Would it be believed that that set of | 


Mr. Bonar Law. 








book from which the hon. Gentleman 
quoted specially pointed out that figures 
obtained in that way could not be relied 
upon. 


Mr. EMMOTT: I said that they were 
not reliable, but I said that they were 
much better than the other figures. 


Mr. BONAR LAW pointed out that the 
alien figures were obtained by the 
exercise of statutory powers, whereas the 
figures in the other Return were entirely 
voluntary. They were returns fur- 
nished by the shipping companies and 
railway companies, and, as was pointed 
out in the book, some of them made 
returns in one way and some in 
another ; some included children, others 
did not. But, even if the second 
set of figures were reliable, they would 
be altogether irrelevant. The object 
of the Bill was not to prevent aliens from 
coming into the country ; it was to pre- 
vent undesirable aliens from coming in. 
The assumption of the hon. Member for 
Oldham and of anyone who had based 
his argument on those figures was that 
because a certain number of aliens went 
out always to America there was no need 
for special legislation ; but they did not 
pretend that they went out in the same 
year that they came in. What happened, 
on the hon. Member’s own assumption, 
was that we made this country a training 
ground in which we received all the w- 
desirables and trained them until they 
were able to go out. The fact that these 
aliens could and did go from this country 
to America and settled there, where the 
regulations were much more stringent 
than the Government desired in this 
country, showed that they were not un- 
desirable and were not the class of aliens 
who would be dealt with in this Bill. 
The argument he had listened to from 
the hon. Gentleman with so much 
surprise amounted simply to this: a 
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his supply every week, but the plumber 
told him that exactly the same amount 
of impure water went out as that which 
came in, and, therefore, the right hon. 
Gentleman concluded that there was no 
need to alter his system. 


*Sir CHARLES DIDLKE said the 
temptation to repeat the arguments used 
on the Second Reading of ‘this Bill was 
very great, because already they had had 
a repetition of the figure portion of the 
Second Reading discussion. The Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade had left out 
of his speech a fact which was absolutely 
material to a study of this question. 
For the last fifteen years the Board of 
Trade had been reporting on the immi- 
gration figures and explaining them, 
and many years ago the same gentleman 
who was still reporting annually, Mr. 
Llewellyn Smith, explained in a Yellow 
Paper laid before the House the whole 
principle on which these figures should 
be dealt with and understood. In that 
Paper he prophesied before the census 
of 1891 what the result of the census 
would be in regard to alien immigration, 
and he made the same prophecy before 
last census, and on each occasion the 
ceusus Wholly confirmed his prophecy. 
The whole of the argument of the Oppo- 
sition both this year and last was based 
oi these census figures, but they were 
wholly left out ofconsideration in thespeech 
of the Secretary to the Board of Trade. 
Mr. Llewellyn Smith showed in the 
Yellow Paper, and again in his evidence 
before Lord James, that if they added 
together each year’s figures for the last 
ten years the result would give an 
enormous increase in the alien immigra- 
tion. But Mr. Llewellyn Smith explained 
in his evidence that they must not assume 
anything of the kind. In the Yellow 
Paper he prophesied before the census 
of 1891 what the result of that census 
would be in regard to alien immigration, 
and he made the same prophecy before 
last census, and on each occasion the 
census wholly confirmed his prophecy. 
Last year the real figures were far less 


than anything Mr. Llewellyn Smith 
himself indicated. He himself stated 


in the Second Reading debate that the 
probability was that there was a very 
small increase in the alien population in 
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certain amount of impure water came into | 


1903, and that there must have been a 
decrease in 1904. Therefore, the state- 
ment in regard to the 75,000 was a mere 
delusion, and it was one which the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Trade ought not 
really to have put before the Committee 
without, at all events, attempting 
to accompany it with an explanation 
of the census figures. Last year the rate 
war gave an exceptional state of things, 
and they knew that» possibly this year 
there might be some small increase in 
the alien population of this country ; 
but it was false to pretend to the people 
of this country that this Bill was needed 
owing to an increase in the alien popula- 
tion such as had been suggested by 
Government speakers. That argument 
was absolutely negatived by the figures 
showing that there was a smaller alien 
population in this country than in that 


of;any other great Power. ;3j * 

They wanted to know more than 
mere figures. They asked what the 
position of the Government was in 


three lines which it 
was proposed to omit. The Secre- 
tary to the Board ot Trade, who was 
a protectionist, had used a free-trade 
argument in regard to this Bill. There 
were two parties in the Government with 
regard to the Bill, and, although the 
sympathies of the Secretary of the Board 
of Trade must lean to the one, his language 
leant to the other. The hon. Gentleman 
had adopted the view of the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
and the Prime Minister, but a wholly 
different view of the Bill had been given 
by the late President of the Local 
Government Board who was now Chief 
Secretary for Ireland. The right hon. 
Gentleman had adopted to the full the 
language of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham, who 
in the Second Reading debate on 2nd 
May used these words— 


regard to the 


“eo... we have not heard anything of 
what, to my mind, is very much more im- 
portant—of the principle which underlies the 
Bill and makes the Bill only a step towards 
much greater things. This Bill is defended 
partly because, as we are told, these aliens 
are undesirable, because they are frequently 
diseased and often criminal. Iam not inclined 
to lay the slightest stress on these points, 
though I do not doubt that there is evidence 
to show, and that facts do show, that they 
bring a larger proportion of diseased and vicious 


| persons into our midst than would be the case 
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with ordinary immigrants. But the principal 
reason why this Bill is brought on, and why it 
is supported by all of us, is because it is an 
effort to protect the working classes of this 


country against the labour, the underpaid | 


labour, of a class of immigrants sent here.” 


Before the Committee passed from these 
words they ought to know which was 
the view taken by the Government. In 
the case of the United States it had been 
held in the Supreme Court that the 
words, not of this year’s Bill, but of 
last year’s Bill, which were taken from 
the American Act, did not exclude men 
who had no money and who had willing 
hands. The Home Secretary, who was 
in charge of last year’s Bill, stated that 
the Government did not desire to exclude 
men with willing hands, but that was 
wholly different from the view expressed 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Birmingham. Surely the Com- 
mittee ought to know the sense in which 
the words were interpreted by the Prime 
Minister. Would they not be used to 
exclude competition ¢ The words were 
dangerously vague, and the Committee 
must be assured that they were so framed 
that they would not be interpreted by 
those who had the working of the Bill 
in such a way as to make this a mere 
measure of protection. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
problem before the Committee was 
whether we should or should not exclude 
from this country persons who from 
their circumstances were likely to be 
a burden to the public. As to the asser- 
tion that the question of free trade or 
protection was raised, the introduction 
of these strictly economic doctrines as 
applied to inanimate goods led to many 
fallacies when those doctrines were ap- 
plied to human beings. Not much was 
gained by bandying across the floor such 
terms as free trade and protection when 
the influx and efflux of human beings 
was concerned. An hon. Gentleman 
had said that he could easily conceive 
circumstances in which the influx of 
aliens from abroad would cause such a 
great dislocation of industry that means 
would have to be taken to deal with it. 
Such circumstances might be conceived, 
but this Bill would not deal with a crisis 
of that kind. The very wording of the 
clause and the definition given of “ un- 
desirable alien ” were sufficient to prove 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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‘that the Bill was not intended to deal 


with such a crisis. The Bill was limited 
to the exclusion of undesirable aliens, 
The alien who came into this country 
without pecuniary means and without 
the prospect of remunerative employ- 
ment was undesirable because he con- 
stituted a possible public burden. It 
was quite true, and nobody could deny 
it, that there might be occasions in which 
the alien came to this country without 
means and without any assured prospect 
ef employment, and yet by his capacity 
and energy he might be able to support 
himself and become an addition to the 
wealth-producing power of the country, 
But because the existence of such cases 
was not denied, was Parliament to be 
precluded from dealing with the general- 
ity of cases coming under the description 
of the Bill? Was Parliament to be pre- 
vented from dealing with a large class 
of persons who presumably might be- 
come a burden on the rates or on the 
community by way of charity because 
a certain number of them proved able 
to support themselves? That was a 
very irrational attitude. We had to 
deal with broad facts and general descrip- 
tions, even though exceptions would 
always occur. 


The only question which the Com- 
mittee had to determine at that 
moment was whether or not, in the in- 
terests, first, of the community at large, 
and secondly and more particularly of 
the special districts in the Metropolis and 
elsewhere on which the burden of dealing 
with these persons chiefly fell—whether 
or not we were bound as a nation by our 
traditions or by common considerations 
of humanity to allow these strangers to 
become a portion of our own community, 
and, if they chose to naturalise them- 
selves, to claim all the rights and privi- 
leges of British birth and citizenship. 
Were we not justified in saying that we 
had a right to exclude such persons until 
they could show, not necessarily by the 
production of a large sum of money, but 
in some way or other that they had an 
expectation of earning their livelihood, 
seeing that we by our own legislation 
were bound to support those who could 
not support themselves, and to carry 
out those sanitary regulations the en- 
forcement of which threw such a heavy 
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burden on any community which had | 


more than a certain number of these poor 
immigrants to deal with ? Unless hon. 
Gentlemen opposite were prepared to 
meet directly the particular state of 
things which he had ventured to describe, 
they were bound to support the Govern- 
ment in this, what they believed to be, 
the cardinal principle of the Bill. 


*Mr. WILLS (Dorsetshire, N.) said he 
had promised his constituents to support 
a just and reasonable measure for the 
expulsion of aliens; but it was just 
because he desired a just and reasonable 
measure that he objected to the clause 
under consideration, This clause of the 
Bill was directed against the poor as 
the poor. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: 
as a burden, 


No, the poor 


*Mr. WILLS said the expulsion 
clauses later in the Bill dealt with the 
alien who became a burden on the rates. 
The clause under consideration was not 
necessary for that purpose. No definition 
wis really possible as to what was actual 
poverty. It was impossible to say what 
immigrant would or would not add to 
the wealth of the community. The 
Caited States found such a clause 
unworkable, and admitted an alien who 
was physically able to work. He 
knew of at least one man who was 
at the head of a large and important 
business which was being carried on 
to the great advantage of this country, 
who would have been excluded from 
entering this country if this Bill had 
been law when he came here. The 
numbers of aliens who actually came on 
the rates showed a smaller percentage 
tian in the case of our own countrymen. 
The case against the poor alien as a 
burden, therefore, broke down as regards 
the past. But the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade declared there were 75,000 
aliens who came to reside here last year. 
The Opposition, with the same figures 
available, came to the conclusion that 
s-arcely any did so. Would the hon. 
Gentleman say that the figures published 
hy the Board of Trade proved the 
Opposition to be wrong in their 
conclusion ¢ 
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Mr. BONAR LAW said that most 
certainly he maintained those figures 
bore only one interpretation, and that 
was the interpretation he had given 
to them. 


*Mr. WILLS said he had no wish to 
pursue the matter further then; but the 
hon. Gentleman knew perfectly well that 
those figures did not even pretend to 
deal with the whole outflow of aliens. He 
did not think they need enter into any 
nice questions of international ethics in 
regard to this matter. It couldbe te sted by 


the ordinary rules of conduct. They had 
/never objected to the expulsion of the 


profligate, or the criminal—the really un- 
desirable alien ; but they did object to the 
exclusion of the poor because they were 
poor. He challenged hon. Members 


_ opposite to state to their constituents that 


that would be the line of conduct they 
would adopt in their private lives 
He believed that the English working 
classes would show a great deal of 
sympathy for the men ani women 
from other lands ruined, in many cases, 
by the iniquitous laws which had been 
enforced against them by their own 
Governments. The English people cer- 
tainly did not believe in the right of the 
oppressor to oppress the people in any 
country, and this was the basis of 
the right of asylum so long enjoyed. 
The Government had given their 
case away by admitting the poor alien 
who was rendered poor by political per- 
secution. What about the religious 
refugee? He. too, might be reduced to a 
condition of abject poverty ; and surely 
he, in the estimation of this country, 
was not less worthy of sympathy? 
What right had any Government to go 
behind the poverty in the one case if not 
in the other? The right hon, Gentleman 
the Member for Cambridge University 
was very anxious that the reflux of 
undesirables from America to this 
country should be stopped; but this 
part of the Bill only dealt (as the 
Attorney-General said) with aliens “in 
bulk.” Undesirables were not sent back 
from America in bulk, but in twos and 
threes. He thought the country would 
look with broader sympathy on this 
clause than hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
and he should vote for the Amendment, 
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Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) 
said that he could not assent to the pro- 


position of the hon. Member that this | 


clause excluded the poor aliens because 
they were poor. The hon. Gentleman 
was under a misapprehension. 
section not only related to the pecuniary 


position of the immigrant but also to his | 


prospects. 


*Mr. WILLS said his view was that | 


prospective poverty was best dealt with 
by the clause which expelled an alien when 
he came on the rates. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL said his point was 
that a man was not excluded because he 
was poor, but because he would remain 
poor. He did not agree that they 
should exclude aliens whenever they 
liked. That was not a noble doctrine ; 
but in his opinion it was a reasonable 
proposition that we should exclude 
undesirable aliens and require each 
nation to deal with its own social failures. 
They should have the right to force other 
nations to consume their own smoke. 
He had, therefore, no hesitation in voting 
with the Government in respect to this 
Amendment, though he was not quite 
certain that the wording of the sub- 
section as it stood carried out the object 
indicated by the Prime Minister. If it 
was understood that their object was to 
exclude paupers and vagrants and other 
persons of no value to the community, 
then it would be desirable to express a 
little more distinctly what was the in- 
tention of the rather vague words at 
present embodied in the clause. The 
words were vague words, and, having 
regard to their ambiguity, it was desir- 
able to -press the Government more 
directly for an explanation of what they 
meant. © 


Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, Chester 
le-Street) said he had listened to the Prime 
Minister’s speech with considerable in- 
terest, but he did not see any words in 
the Bill to give his views effect. He did 


not think there was anyone who ob-| 


jected to those people who were really 


undesirable being kept out, but what. 


he feared was that as the Bill was drawn 
it would keep out and inflict a great in- 
justice on many who would be of great 
advantage™ to this country. He per- 
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|sonally knew some gentlemen who had 
|arrived in this country as alien poor 
'to whom this country owed very much. 
Those gentlemen had become wealthy 
and respected citizens. If such a Bill 
as this had been in operation, however, 
those gentlemen would have been pro- 
hibited from coming to this country at all. 
As to the alien statistics he was quite 
content to accept the authority of Mr. 
Llewellyn Smith on this question, for 
his views carried very much greater 
weight than those of the Secretary 
'to the Board of Trade. He had been 
somewhat surprised that shipowners had 
not taken stronger action against the 
proposals of the Bill. He remembered 
very well the prophecies made by hon. 

Gentlemen opposite of the great benefit 
‘of the Merchandise Marks Act. The 
effect of that measure had been to take 
a great deal of trade away from the 
country which used to be done here. He 
was very much afraid that the Aliens 
Bill would have the same effect. A 
large number of aliens passed through 
'this country, and our ships were em- 
| ployed to take them away. If the Bill 
' remained as it stood much of that trade 
‘would be lost to us. He could not see 
what advantage would be got if they 
accepted the Bill. He hoped a much 
more satisfactory reply would be made 
with regard to the figures than the Com- 
mittee had heard from the Secretary of 
the Board of Trade. 

, 

*Mr. REA (Gloucester) said the 
general considerations for this measure 
advanced by the noble Lord and the 
Prime Minister depended for their 
force entirely on the statistical argu- 
ment. If the figures of the Board of 
Trade were correct there was a case 
for this Bill. If the figures given by 
the right hon. Member for the Forest 
of Dean, and confirmed by the census 
but denied by the hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade, were 
found to be accurate, there was no case 
for the Bill. The hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade said 
|his figures were correct; that they 
were official and carefully prepared; 
but there was one test that could 
'be applied to them which he had 
/not had regard to. When a ship left 


‘these shores for America, the Board 
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of Trade made a Return that :therejwere | 


so many emigrants, of whom so many 
were British and so many foreign, but 
in America a far more strict investiga- 
tion was made. There was a general 
declaration made here, and _ general 
figures were given, but when a ship 
arrived at New York the immigrants 
were taken in hand and carefully ex- 
amined, and if they had foreign names 
and a foreign accent they were put down 
as foreign. They had to declare the places 
oftheir birth on oath. He had the figures 
from New York, and they proved that 
the figures of the Board of Trade were 
absolutely worthless. He had the par- 
ticulars of the third-class passengers 
who went out in the Cunard steamers 
and who landed at New York during 
the first four months of this year, and 
what did they show? According to the 
manifest supplied to the Board of Trade 
the number of passengers for that period 
was 13,048, of whom 8,519 were foreign 
and 4,529 were British, but when they 
took the American figures thev; found 
that 9,940 were foreign, showing an error 
in the Board of Trade figures, as checked 
by the more severe examination at New 
York, of no less than 1,000 for the sailings 
of one steamship company for a period 
of one-third of the year. He could 
show almost the same figures and the 
same proportion in the sailings of another 
steamship company. The White Star 
Line in the same period landed at 
New York 19,244 steerage passengers, of 
whom, according to the Board of Trade 
figures, 10,539 were foreign and 8,705 
were British. But when these passengers 
were carefully and individually examined 
by the American authorities they found 
that 7,711 were British and 11,720 
belonged to other countries. There, again, 
was an error shown with regard to the 
numbers carried by another company of 
over 1,000. He did not know why they 
preferred to call themselves British when 
at a British port, but when they got to 
New York their statements were tested, 
and the results showed that the Board of 
Trade figures, though authoritative and 
official, were not accurate. The whole 
case for the Bill rested on the statistical 
argument which, he submitted, had 
completely broken down. He should, 
therefore, without hesitation vote for 
the Amendment. 
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Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said there 
was no ground for the contention that 
the class of people who came here were 
paupers. It was not as though the 
European States dumped their paupers 
on our shores and bore the expenses ; and 
people who were able to pay their own 
expenses could not be said to belong to 
the pauper class. Moreover, the bulk 
of these people had a means of making 
a living, though they might not be able 
to prove it to the satisfaction of a 
Government officer. The great majority 
worked as tailors. They were not tailors 
in the ordinary sense of the term, but 
they had a special gift in that direc- 
tion, and, so far from taking work from 
our own people, they created fresh 
trades which gave to our own people 
occupations they would never have had 
but for these aliens. In Manchester they 
had created a cheap-clothing trade, 
which had given rise to a demand for 
trimmings and other things, with the 
result that if the aliens were abolished 
from Manchester at least 10,000 English- 
men would be deprived of their occupa- 
tion. The same was true of the East 
End of London. There had been an 
enormous development of the cheap- 
furniture trade, and London had become 
the capital of that industry. But the 
whole trade rested on a basis of alien 
labour and gave occupation to thousands 
of our own countrymen. By abolish ng 
aliens from England the Government 
would not give work to, but take work 
from, Englishmen. These men were not 
paupers. Would it be said that an 
Englishman who could pay to take his 
family to Russia was a pauper or likely 
ever to become one? There were fewer 
paupers amongst these people than in 
any other class of the community. And 
why ? For the simple reason that they 
had been strained through the filter of 
self-denial. They were a superior class, 
and to talk of them as paupers was mon- 
strous. He came from a coramunity 
that had learnt its business from alien 
immigrants, the people of Lancashire 
having got their industry from the 
Huguenots. He, therefore, warned the 
country against committing a suicidal 
act. 


*Mr. LEVY considered that the clause 
under discussion was one of the most 
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important in the Bill and ought to have | 
due consideration by the Committee. | 
In its present form it would not protect | 
the British workman from an influx of 
aliens. If an employer wanted what 
the supporters of the Bill called pauper 
labour, it appeared to him all he would 
need to do was to go or send an agent 
to the port of embarkation on the other 
side of the water and give the men a | 
contract to work for him for six or 
twelve months or less at wages of say Is. 
or 2s. a day. Under this clause they 
could not then be excluded unless the 
boards were to be invested with such | 
extraordinary powers as would bring 
the greatest danger and discredit upon 
this country. The Question he would 
put to the Home Secretary, and to which 


he felt justified in pressing fora reply, | 


was this, if a man came with a definite 
engagement to work for Is. or 2s. a 
day or any other sum, would the 
Government exclude him? There was 
no Answer, and the Committee would 
draw its own conclusion. 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again this evening. 


EVENING SITTING. 


ALIENS BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson, (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
Clause 1. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 23, to 
peragraph (a).—-(Mr. Emmott.) 


leave out Sub- 


Question again proposed, “ That the 
word ‘if’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. LEVY (continuing his speech), 
said he appreciated the fact that the 
Question he put to the Home Secretary 


Mr. Levy. 
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before the adjournment was one which the 
right hon. Gentleman was probably 
not prepared to reply to on the spur 
He would repeat it 
now. Would a man be considered to 
be able decently to support himself if 
he came to this country under a contract 
to work for ls. or 2s. a day. 

said if a 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS 


‘man could support himself decently 


and knew that he could get employment 
in this country at fair wages he would 
undoubtedly pass. 


*Mr. LEVY said that clearly meant 
that the Bill was not going to protect 
the British workman as stated by the 
promoters, but on the contrary would 
be the means of reducing wages and 
setting up a system of sweating. He 
denied that the alien immigrant dis- 
placed the British workman, and pointed 
out that in the year 1881 the number 
of men employed in coal-mining, the 
boot trade, furniture trade, and tailoring 
trade was 852,000. In the year 1901 the 
number of workers employed in these four 
industries in which aliens were supposed 
to be largely employed had increased by 
428,000; vet only 37,000 aliens were 
employed in them, which showed that it 
was not true that these people were 
taking bread ovt of the mouths of the 
British workmen. The clause in_ its 
present form would exclude a_ large 
number of the very poorest who were 
transmigrants, and thereby affect the 
shipping companies bringing them to 
this country and the railway companies 
carrying them in this country to the 
extent of not less than £1,0)0,000 every 
year. He hoped, therefore, that the 
clause would be altered in a humane 
spirit. Let it not be said that they 
slammed the door against anyone simply 
because he was poor. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) said the hon. Member who had 
just sat down concluded his remarks by 
an appeal to the Committee not to shut 
the door against aliens coming to this 
country simply because they were poor. 
But, surely, if a man arrived absolutely 
destitute in this country, rather than 
starve he would be prepared to take work 
at a wage far below the standard wage 
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of this country, and therefore would not 
be an influence to keep the standard of 
wages up to the point which our own 
people through their trades unions had 
fixed as fair. Ifthe hon. Gentleman had 
been acquainted with the actual condi- 
tions in those parts of London where the 
alien was almost paramount he would 
have known that the trades-union work- 
man was undercut and driven out of the 
district by those people. The position 
taken up by hon. Gentlemen opposite 
was a singular one. They first of all 
objected to the Bill and accused its sup- 
porters of evil intentions merely because 
they desired to keep up the standard 
of wages in this country, and then they 
appealed to the Committee not to shut the 
door in the face of an alien on the ground 
of poverty. It was somewhat remark- 
able to find hon. Gentlemen opposite 
opposing this Bill, and to find them 
at the same time saying that if it was not 
carried it would inflict a great injury 
on the people of this country, for that 
was the meaning of the piteous appeal of 
Radical East End Members and candi- 
dates to the Leader of the Opposition, 
They had apparently quite forgotten the 
resolution passed by the Trades Union 
Congress at Leeds, last September, 
which called upon the Government 
to pass restrictive legislation in order 
that the mines of this country should 
not be worked by foreigners at a rate 
of wages which was under the trades- 
union standard. 


The strongest reason for believing that 
alien immigration would destroy the value 
of new legislation against sweating, was 
that it had, as far as East London went, 
practically destroved the value of such 
legislation as now existed. In the alien- 
ridden districts of London the Factory 
The 
case need not be stated by him. He was 
prepared to submit to the Committee— 
first, the evidence of Mr. Thomas O’Grady, 
secretary of the London Branch of the 
Union of Boot and Shoe Operatives, who 
told the Royal Commission on Alien 
Immigration that “no notice at all was 
taken of the Factory Acts” by the 
East End aliens; and secondly, that 
of Mr. Herbert Evans, Assistant Factory 
Inspector for East London, who declared 
before the same Commission that 
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‘evasions of the law in regard to the 


hours of employment for children and 
young women had become “almost 
systematic.” He described how the 
small alien master shifted his workshop 
from place to place and pleaded ignorance 
of the law when prosecuted. That gen- 
tleman also remarked that the number 
of native (British) employers proceeded 
against in East London for breaches of 
the Factory Acts was insignificant. As 
evidence .of the temper of the alien 
population in industrial matters Mr. 
O’Grady’s testimony and that of his 
colleague, Mr. Armstell, was very striking. 
They told the Commission how the 
strike of 1890 (in the boot trade) had 
resulted in a fair settlement accepted 
by both masters and men. But the 
value of that settlement had been des- 
troyed by the alien invasion. Once there 
was a Jewish branch of the union, but 
the members dropped off and took to 
sweating on their own account, employing 
“‘oreeners”? brought over and bought 
“at cattle price” (as Mr. O’Grady 
expressed it) working at 50 per cent. 
less than the rate agreed upon between 
the masters’ federation and the men’s 
union. How could we possibly work 
a factory code or an anti-sweating law 
with a population such as this ? 


The Opposition, he thought, had, at 
last, that night, grasped the nettle. 
They had acknowledged that it was an 
economic question. If hon. Members 
opposite contended that the true solution 
of this problem was not a Bill of this 


sort, but a stiffening of our factory 
and healthe legislation, he would ask 
them to consider the effect that 


these aliens in large numbers had on 
great masses of our population. This 
was not a matter which affected one or two 
constituencies. At the present moment 
it affected over a million working-class 
people in London, and day by day would 
affect more and more the industrial 
population of the great towns through- 
out the kingdom. One hon. Member 
had pointed out that had we not allowed 
aliens to come here seeking refuge 
from political or religious tyranny, 
certain industries would never have 
in this country, and he 
pointed to the great linen industry 
introduced by the Huguenots. But the 
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hon. Gentleman forgot that the Hugue- 
nots brought their wealth and skill and 
were competent men. They formed no 
Ghettos and they sweated no labour. 
The majority of the Alien immigrants of 
to-day were physically inefficient and 
were glad to come here to work and 
to live under conditions which no British 
workman would tolerate and which the 
law forbade. When the Huguenots came 
here they came to a sparsely-populated 
country, but now it was over-populated 
and more than two-thirds of the popula- 
tion lived in the towns. Both sides of 
the House should, in dealing with 
this problem, endeavour to take a 
broad-minded and non-Party view, and 
should remember that if they did not 
adopt some measure which would ex- 
clude the undesirable alien they would 
create in this country a most deplorable 
situation, which must result in a strong 
anti-Semitic movement. It was all very 
well to talk about its being the traditional 
policy of this country to give to political 
refugees a domicile, but if that policy 
was to be carried to its logical conclusion 
nowadays, it meant that we were inviting 
5,000,000 oppressed Russian Jews to come 
to this country, and it was idle to say 
that because a wrong had been inflicted 
upon these people in their own country, 
we were entitled to inflict a further 
wrong upon our own people by allowing 
them to come here. He sincerely hoped 
that this part of the Bill would be carried, 
and that express conditions would be 
inserted for the exclusion from this 
country of contract labour which had 
been refused admission into the United 
States or elsewhere. 


Lorp EDMUND FITZMAURICE re- 
marked that during the debate hon. 
Members opposite had treated the Com- 
mittee to a good deal of bad law, bad 
political economy, and bad _ history. 
The hon. Gentleman had given the 
Committee his view of the history of the 
arrival in this country of the Huguenots, 
and had described them, as it were, as 
persons who were fairly well-off, and 
who came here with well-packed port- 
manteaux, hat boxes, and Gladstone 
bags. His own view of the historic 
movement into this country was that it 
was not a movement that took place at 
one particular date—any one year— 


Mr. Claude Hay. 
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as the hon. Member seemed to think, but 
was spread over a considerable period of 
time. Whether this Bill were a wise one 
or not, it was impossible in principle to 
draw any distinction between the earlier 
migrations and the migrations of to-day, 
The great body of the Huguenot refugees, 
for instance, who arrived in this country 
did so under circumstances of great 
poverty, and their competition was 
strongly objected to by the workmen of 
those days. Not long ago he saw some 
very interesting extracts upon the point 
in the St. James’s Gazette, which he 
believed was a Conservative newspaper. 
[Cries of “No.”] Then, never mind 
what the name of the paper was, but he 
knew it was a Unionist organ, and it 
published a very interesting account of 
large meetings, held at that time in the 
neighbourhood of London, of working 
men who protested and memorialised 
the House against the unfair competition 
of the Huguenot refugees. After hearing 
the Prime Minister’s speech, and com- 
paring it with the speeches of some of the 
Government’s supporters, not to mention 
the right hon. Member for West Birming- 
ham, they could not on that side under- 
stand on what ground the Bill was 
defended. Was it defended on _ the 
ground that it would keep out the 
illegitimate competition of competent 
and able workmen, or on the growid 
that it would merely keep out the in- 
competent workmen ? They had a right 
to ask the Government which horse they 
were riding, for they could not ride both. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS | said hon. 
Members opposite kept casting flies over 
the Ministerial Benches to see whether 
the fish would rise. The other day they 
tried to catch the shipowners—[{An Hoy. 
MemBER: And they rose.] On_ the 
contrary, the shipowners were generally 
satisfied with the Amendments which,were 
put down to meet their views. He ven- 
tured to think that those whom the noble 
Lord had now endeavoured to attract 
would be equally shy of his inducements. 
They defended the Bill because they 
wished to keep out the incompetent aliens, 
who might become a charge on the 
country. That policy was clearly laid 
down, as the noble Lord opposite had ad- 
mitted, by the Prime Minister. The noble 
Lord was quite justified in asking him 
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what his views were, and he thought 
that he had given a distinct Answer to his 
challenge. Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
who had taken part in this discussion, 
had constantly thrown it in their teeth 
that by this Bill the Government were 
endeavouring to make a new crime, 
and that crime was poverty, and that 
they were endeavouring to keep out of 
this country all these poor aliens. This 
su»-section provided that an alien who 
cam> to settle here must show that he 
was able to live as a decent citizen. The 
Bill proceeded upon the principle that 
there was no reason why this country 
should put itself under an obligation to 
m:intain the destitute of foreign countries. 
He thought not only that aliens who 
were likely to becom» a charge upon the 
rates ought to be kept out, but that those 
who were likely to becom? a charge upon 
charity should be admitted with great 
cautions 


He had been asked whether an 
alien would be refused admission who 
had an agreement to work in this country. 
Of course, if a man could produce evidence 
to show that he was coming here to enter 
into an employment at a fair wage, the 
immigration officer would pass him. 
There was no desire to keep out any alien 
wno would be able to maintain himself 
and live up to the public-health require- 
ments simply because he might com- 
pete with the labourers of this country. 
Tae Huguenots had been referred to, 
but many of them were people of means, 
and those who were poor were by no 
m:ans undesirable aliens in the sense of 
the Bill, because they had a knowledge 
of trades by which they were able to 
maintain themselves independently in 
this country. Not only so, but they in- 
troduced all sorts of new trades, and that 
showed that they were not undesirable 
aliens as described in this sub-section. 


*Mr.JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.)said 
a large number of figures had been given 
and there had been a lot of talk about 
the Huguenot refugees, but he did not 
think these things had anything at all to 
do with the question. It had been said 
by the other side that the working men 
of this country were in favour of this Bill. 
He admitted that the working men were 
not against excluding undesirables if 
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they could get at the exact meaning of 
thatterm. That was to him the gist of the 
whole thing. What they wanted to know 
was what was an undesirable so far asthe 
welfare of the country was concerned. 
It was possible that a man with plenty 
of money might be more undesirable 
than a man without a shilling in his 
pocket. The Home Secretary had let 
loose in that discussion a very important 
consideration—that a man might be 
brought here under contract to wor‘. 
If a man came here and could show that 
he had work to do he was, regardless 
of his character. a desirable. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I am sure 
the hon. Member does not wish to mis- 
My point was this—that 
if a man coming in here brought a letter 
showing he could get employment, the 
immigration officer would not be likely 
to reject him on the ground that he 
would not be able to support himself. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) 
said that was just what he was trying to 
say. Ifthere was a dispute in this country 
an employer could go to the Continent and 
engage men. no matter how undesirable 
they were. [Loud MrnisTerRtrAL cries of 
“No, No!”] Would hon. Gentlemen 
opposite allow the Home Secretary 
to conduct his own case? Were hon. 
Members opposite in confabulation with 
the Home Secretary when he drew up 
the Bill? Did they hold a Cabinet 
meeting? The Home Secretary gave 
them one Answer and Caliban gave 
another. There was one hon. Gentleman 
in that House who had come over here in 
a tramp steamer with no work to go to 


and he was supporting this Bill 
through thick and thin. That Gentle- 
man had been honoured by the 


Government and they all honoured 
him, for he bore his title honourably, but, 
nevertheless, he came over to this country 
a friendless boy to take the first employ- 
ment he could get, and yet he was in 
favour of the Bill, which would exclude 
men who were in the same categoryfas 
himself. The Home Secretary had said 
that all a man had to do was to show 
the immigration officer that he could 
maintain himself and his dependents in 
this country. It was like the old lady’s 
advice that they should never go into the 
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water until they had learned to swim. | this country demanded was a fair field 


How could an alien show that he could 
maintain himself until he had found 
employment ? Did the Home Secre- 
tary know why the immigration laws 
were passed in America? It was 
because of the contract labour that 
was being imported. If a man went to 
New York or any other port and 
stated that he had get work he would 
not be allowed to land. He hoped 
the same principle would not be 
insisted upon here. The Bill stated that 
an alien was undesirable if he could not 
show that he had in his possession, or was 
in a position to obtain, the means of “ de- 
cently supporting himself and his depen- 
dents (if any).”” What was the meaning 
of ‘decently ?” Who was to be the 
judge of decency? There were some 
men whose judgment might be affected 
by an attack of indigestion after dinner. 
He had often said that the sentence 
passed on a prisoner depended on the 
Judge’s stomach. It was quite possible 
under the Bill for }onest, trustworthy, 
desirable men to be shut out and men 
whose every action and intention would 
entirely contravene all dictates of moral- 
ity to be admitted. The working men of 
East Finsbury were entirely against the 
Bill. Scotch miners did not object to 
alien immigrants if they came of their 
own accord to seek work. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said that a resolu- 
tion was passed by the Trades Union 
Congress last year, in the following 
terms— 

“ That we urge on the Government to take 
such steps as shall prevent foreign and un- 
skilled labour from entering mines.” 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid.) 
asked whether the hon. Member was 
aware that a man had to serve two 
years before he could work as a skilled 
miner. In the mines of Scotland these 
unskilled men were sent with Davy- 
lamps in their hands into the mines 
to the jeopardy of the other workers. 
All that the resolution required was 
that the men should be properly trained. 
We were the greatest emigrating nation 
under the sun. Our sons went every- 
where. But they would be turned back 
as aliens if measures like this were in 
operation. What the working men of 


Mr. John Wilson. 


‘and no favour for all classes, whether 


they reached these shores as steerage or 
as cabin passengers. 


Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) 
said he wished to correct a statement 
made by an hon. Member for a Division 
of Lancashire before dinner, to the effect 
that if the Bill were placed on the Statute- 
book and aliens were thereby kept out 
they would deprive the East End of 
London of the cheap- furniture trade, 
He rented a factory not long ago to people 
who made this furniture. They were 
not aliens at all, though they were of 
Semitic origin. There was no harm in 
that. They were financed fiom the 
other side, they paid their rent, and that 
was all he had to bother his head about. 
It was absurd to say that if the Bill were 
passed the cheap-iurniture trade would 
leave the East End of London. State- 
ments were frequently made with refer- 
ence to individual trades. with a view to 
prejudicing this Bill with the public, 
which left much to be desired on the score 
of correctness, 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the Committee 
had had a very interesting speech from 
the hon. Member for Mid-Durham. 
He thought that was a very encouraging 
thing in these days when organised labour 
was asserting for itself in the country 
a position apart from either of the 
great Parties. The language of the 
hon. Member for Mid-Durham showed 
that he was on the side of what was 
generous and large-minded, and not 
on the side of what was narrow, selfish, 
sordid, and harsh. It was quite true, 
as the hon. Member had pointed out, that 
there was the very greatest difference be- 
tween an individual who sought this 
country as a refuge, and labourers who 
were brought here or to the Colonies in 
batches for the purpose of artificially 
lowering wages in the labour market. 
He hoped that difference was thoroughly 
realised by the representatives of 
labour and capital on the benches 
opposite. As had been pointed out 
by the hon. Gentleman before dinner, 
any man who could show that he 
had a contract in this country, or 
any number of men who were brought 
over and could show that they had a 
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prospect of immediate employment, would | 
not be within the scope of the terms of | 
this sub-section in any way. 


The Amendment of his hon. friend the 
Member for Oldham raised a vital issue 
—namely, whether poverty as such, and 
unaccompanied by any other disadvan- 
tage or disagreeable circumstance, should 
be a sufficient ground for excluding aliens 
from our shores. It had been pointed 
out that a healthy man was not destitute. 
If he had the intention and desire to 
work he was not a burden to the com- 
munity, but an asset. This clause had 
three or four sub-sections, but the sub- 
section they were dealing with was the 
only one that could be operative. All 
the others were shams. Everyone 
knew that if a man chose to pay a few 
shillings to secure a cabin passage he 
would be able to come into this country 
without let or hindrance at all. Every 
other disqualification which could at- 
tach to an immigrant was provided for 
in the other sub-sections. Poverty, and 
poverty alone, was the disqualification 
provided for in this sub-section. His 
hon. friend the Member for Greenwich 
had said quite reasonably that if a man 
was likely to loaf about the country 
sleeping under hedges, and not able to 
maintain himself properly, it was very 
proper that the country should exclude 
sucha man. But he submitted that such | 
acase would be almost always excluded 
under other sub-sections. 

Let them take the question whether a 
person should be excluded from the 
country on the ground of poverty alone. 


The question of alien immigration 
divided itself absolutely into two 
sections—the exclusion of immigrants 
in volume and the improvement 
in the quality of immigration. It 
was as easy to reduce the quantity 


as it was hard to improve the quality. 
The Government had been asked to- 
night to which of these two courses they 
adhered. Did they want reduction | 
in the body of alien immigration, 
or was it an improvement in the quality | 
they were seeking? In regard to quality, 
the attitude which many on his side | 
of the House had adopted was well | 
known to the Committee. They wished | 
to exclude the undesirable alien. If 
there was a practical plan, produce it | 
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by all means, and there would not be 
any great objection. Nothing, on the 
other hand, would be more easy than 
to reduce the number of alien immi- 
grants. But the necessity must be 
shown by statistics. Did right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite deny that there 
were fewer aliens in this country 
in proportion to the population 
than in any other country? It had 
been denied to-night by one of the most 
able Members on the Treasury Bench— 
the Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Board of Trade. The hon. Member 
stated that 75,000 aliens settled in this 
country last year. Did the Attorney- 
General make himself responsible for 
that figure? Was the right hon. and 
learned Member a party to that asser- 
tion? He paused for a reply. He was 
sorry the Parliamentary Secretary to 
the Board of Trade was not in his place. 
There were very great disadvantages 
in the course of debate when members 
of the Government who occupied posi- 
tions of importance came down to the 
House and made highly controversial 
speeches, and did not remain to hear the 
criticism, or to answer inquiries which 
might arise. If 75,000 immigrants came 
to this country last year, and if the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board 
of Trade was right that in the last ten 
years the increase in the alien population 
of this country had been 750,000, that 
was a very serious number. An _in- 
crease of 7,000 a year would not be 
a serious question, because the popula- 
tion was increasing at the rate of 400,000, 
but 750,000 in ten years would indeed 
be a serious question and would justify 
some of the enthusiasm of the hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. If that number had 
landed in this country in the last ten 
years, where had they all been accom- 
modated ? It was only in particular 
districts in the country—in Stepney and 
in the East End of London, in parts of 
Glasgow and Leeds, that the alien ques- 
tion had produced a problem of a grave 
and complex character, but those were 
only particular districts, and so far ag 
he knew they were the only localities in 
this country where the question could be 
said to be real. He admitted that it 
might be an acute question in these 
cases, but it was in no sense a national, 
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a racial, or an economic question. Ex- 
cept in these particular places it was-a 
Party question pure and simple, which 
had been raised to a position of fictitious 
importance because it was believed to 
have in it the makings of a Party cry 
when an election, which was apprehended | 
with some anxiety, was approaching. 
Even the Prime Minister was careful not 


to associate himself with the figures his | 


subordinate had quoted, and the At- 
torney-General wrapped himself up in 
gloomy silence. The Royal Commission 
said the nearest approach to accurate 
information about the number of alien 
immigrants who settled annually was 
to be found in the Census Returns, 
and these Returns stated that the 
number was between 6,000 and 7,000 
and not between 70,000 and 80,000. 
If those figures were wrong the state- 
ment they had heard from the Treasury 
Bench was most misleading. If the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade believed 
that they were correct he could not have 
made himself thoroughly acquainted 
with the details of the question on which 
he professed to advise the House ; 
the hon. Gentleman believed that they 
were not correct, 
drawn to a conclusion which the Chair- 


man would not allow him to express in | 
He wished to | 
direct the attention of the Committee | 


Parliamentary language. 


to the fact that when these grossly in- 
accurate figures were quoted, no one 


on the Treasury Bench got up and sup- | 


ported them; but, nevertheless, the 


Prime Minister, the Minister in charge | 
of the Bill, the Under-Secretary for the | 


Home Department, and the right hon. 
and learned Attorney-General, instead of 


putting the Committee right on the) 


matter, all set there and took full ad- 


vantage of allowing the House to be- | 
lieve the statements which they at least | 


knew to be misleading. 


He should regret to have to put | 
an undue strain on the indulgence | 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite. He 
would sapport in the division the | 
Amendment of his hon. friend, because 
it embodied the simple proposition, on 
the merits of which the country would | 
have to decide, that in the present state | 
of alien immigration, and in the present 
state of labour and trade in this country, ! 


Mr. Churchill, 
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and if | 


then he would be! 
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mere poverty, as such, should not be a 
sufficient reason for excluding aliens from 
our shores. That was a_ substantive 
proposition which would induce him to 
support the hon. Gentleman in the lobby. 
Sut he could not resist a passing ex- 
pression of contempt at the spectacle of 
a great Party trying to retrieve its 
shattered reputation by exploiting and 
aggravating the miseries of some of the 
weakest and poorest of mankind. 







*Mazjor EVANS GORDON said he 
should like to thank the hon. Member 
for Oldham for the kind manner in which 
the hon. Gentleman had referred to him 
|} and his action in regard to this matter, 
| However, when the hon. Gentleman 
| said that this was a Party question, got up 
'and exploited for Party ends by hon. 
Gentlemen on that side of the House. 
including himself, then he asked the hon, 
Member for Oldham how he reconciled 
that with the attitude of Liberal Members 
of Parliament, and all candidates for 
Parliamentary honours on the Liberal 
side in the East End of London, who had 
joined in this so-called spurious agitation, 
who had endorsed it on every platform, 
and had finally begged their leaders in 
| the House of Commons to support the 
Bill as it stood. Let the hon. Member 
for Oldham thresh that out with the 
hon. Member for Poplar. He referred 
the hon. Member for O'dham to the 
many speeches made by the hon. Member 
for Poplar in which the latter had said 
| far stronger things in regard to alien 
immigration than he had ever ventured 
to utter in this House or on the platform. 
He said now, as he had said on the Second 
Reading, that if they were to be accused 
of organising this agitation for Party 
ends, then hon. Members on the opposite 
side of the House were tarred with the 
same brush. 


| As to the question of the figures, he 
‘had dealt with that very fully in 
his speech on the Second Reading. 
| The matter was gone into thoroughly 


by the Royal Commission, of which 
he was a member, and they came to 
the conclusion, after the most ex- 


_ haustive inquiry, that there were really 


no satisfactory statistics at all on 
ip subject, and that the census on 
which hon. Gentlemen opposite now 
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relied, gave in itself no accurate indica- 
tion of the amount of alien immigration 
and its effects on the country. The hon. 
Member for Oldham had very truly said 
that, as regarded the whole population 
of the country, this was a very small 
matter. But it was a very large matter 
in certain areas. The Daily Chronicle, 
a paper which represented the views of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite, said it was no 
relief to a man who was starving to tell 
him that the average consumption of 
food ot the 41,000,000 inhabitants of this 
country was satisfactory ; nor was it any 
relief to tell a district, where the aliens 
were counted by tens of thousands, 
that if these were spread over the whole 
country they would hardly be visible at 
all. That was precisely the point. It 
was no Consolation to tell the people of 
Stepney and other districts, that this 
was a very insignificant matter, and 
that, therefore, they had no cause of 
complaint. He maintained that if they 
had, as they did have, in the East End of 
London an enormous stream of these 
people coming from Heaven knows 
where—if they had got a pressure of fully 
80,000 of these people in the East End, 
then a point had been reached when some 
restrictions should be made to this in- 
vasion. 


Mr. CHURCHILL asked if the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman, from his own 
information, could say what had been 
the increase of the alien population for 
the last ten years ? 


*Masor EVANS GORDON said he 
had the evidence of his own sense, 
and the enormously increased and in- 
creasing area occupied by foreigners, and 
he maintained that the census figures, 
as submitted by the Registrar-General, 
were inaccurate, although they showed 
that there were 54,310 alien residents 
in the borough of Stepney, that all the 
neighbouring districts were being in- 
creasingly affected, and that these great 
and alarming figures did not take into 
consideration the children born here of 
foreign parents. When estimating the 
total effect, they must take into con- 
sideration all the people who were here 
now who would not have been here 
but for this immigration, He held 
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that the pressure arising from this 
immigration was enormous. If hon. 
Members could see, as he had seen, 


street after street absolutely depopu- 


lated of their English inhabitants 
and replaced by aliens, then they 


would agree with him, and all those, 
irrespective of Party, acquainted with 
the facts, that the evil had passed all 
bounds, and that the time had come 
when they must endeavour to reduce 
it, and see that only those who were 
in a position to maintain themselves 
and their dependents in circumstances 
of decency were permitted to come here 
in the future. 


Let him refer to the economic 
aspect of the question. It was said 
that these aliens did not compete ad- 
versely with our own people, but were a 
benefit both to themselves and to the 
native community. For the benefit of 
hon. Members opposite who held that 
view he would quote a paper which repre- 
sented their opinions. The Daily News 
of June 19th, referring to a district in 
the West of London, said— 

“ Hitherto the presence of Swedes, Austrians, 
Germans, and the rest, had only augmented 
the labour army without any serious effect on 
prices, but recent influxes of aliens had pro- 
duced a totally opposite result. The price 
paid for a coat in Soho to British tailors aver- 
aged about 25s., and this price has been main 
tained to the satisfaction of masters and men. 
Now a decline is apparent, for the alien thinks 
that less than half that sum is sufficient pay, 
and in one of the largest establishments an 
all-round price of 5s. for every kind of coat has 
just been arranged. Thus the tailoring in- 
dustry was being undermined by the indis- 
criminating undercutting of workmen who 
had no real knowledge of their handicraft— 
a process which, if it was not stopped, would 
bring disaster on the country.” 

He contended that that disclosed a 
state of things which it was the duty 
of Parliament to consider and take every 
measure to stop. 


They were told that they were going 
to exclude these people on the ground 


of poverty alone. He denied that 
statement. Poverty in itself should 
‘be no bar; a man might be very 


poor and yet make an excellent citizen. 
On the other hand, a man might be very 
poor and very bad. They could not 
generalise on this question, A man 
might be rich and yet be a bad citizen. 
What they had to do was to discriminate 


26 
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between the good and the bad. The 
board set up by the Bill was a tribunal 
admirably calculated to discover which 
of the people who came here were likely 
to be suitable settlers and good citizens 
of this country. He had seen similar 
authorities at work at Hamburg, Buka- | 
rest, and other towns on the Continent, | 
performing precisely this function of 
selecting emigrants for America and | 
other countries. Although hon. Mem- | 
bers opposite said that it was im- | 
possible to make this 


they would be surprised with what 
facility the work of these authorities | 
was performed. There were vast 


numbers of people here who would | 


not have been allowed to land had they 
been first examined, The Jewish Board 
of Guardians were repatriating many of 
these people because they found that 
they were absolutely unfit for anything. 
He held that the machinery which the 
Bill proposed to set up would be of real 
and tangible benefit to the people of 
this country, and to the foreign popula- 
tion also. 


HUTCHINSON (Sussex, Rye) 


Dr. 


said that the position which they, on | 
that side of the House, had taken up had | 


always been the same. They were 
perfectly willing to consider any Bill 
to keep out criminals, diseased, idiotic, 
or otherwise helpless and hopeless people. 
This Bill, however, was not a practical 
measure from that point of view. All 
over the country Tory candidates said 
that the Liberals misrepresented all ques- 
tions introduced and carried out by this 
Tory Government—questions of educa- 
tion, licensing, Chinese labour, and the 
like. Time would prove that the Liberals 
had been perfectly right on all these 
questions. The other day he was down 
at the Chichester election and there was a 
huge placard, eight feet by four, with a 
line drawn down the middle. On one side 
there was the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition beckoning with 
a very pleasant smile toa long perspective 
of aliens to come here; and on the 
other side of the line there 
the right hon. 
and an array of British working men | 
with their tools on their shoulders. The | 


legend was, “We have no room for these | 
Mayor Evans Gordon. 
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discrimination | 


1 room 


s Was! served the 
Member for East Fife | 
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British working men; we want the men 
on the other side of the picture.” 


The Home Secretary said that they did 
not want to keep out aliens on social 
grounds, but that they were likely to 
compete with British workmen. Could 
misrepresentation go further than that, 
Hon. Members knew well that this Bill 
would not keep out a single man with 
‘health and strength, who was able to com- 
pete with British workmen, although it 
might keep out lunatics, diseased persons, 
/paupers, and criminals. One would 
imagine from what was said on the Minis. 
| terial Benches that there was not a single 
alien in London except in the East End. 
'There were aliens in the West End as 
well as in the East End. Take the case 
of a man who came up to London for a 
‘night’s pleasure. [MINISTERIAL cries of 
“Oh, oh!”] Well, Bishops sometimes 
did that. He went to a West End hotel, 
'where he was received by a cashier who 
was a Frenchman, shown to the lift by 
a German, and a Swiss took him to his 
and carried his luggage. He 
ordered his dinner from a French maitre 
'Vhotel, he was served by a German 
walter, and the food was cooked by a 
French chef. Afterwards he went out- 
side, got into a motor-car driven by a 
French chauffeur, and visited the Italian 
Opera. The overture at the Opera was 
played by a foreign band, and the only 
man who looked at all like an Englishman 
was he who played the triangle. He 
heard the whole opera sung by Italian or 
other foreign artistes. After the Opera 
his supper was served in an Italian 
restaurant, and, lighting a Turkish 
cigarette, he proceeded to walk home. 
On his way there he was accosted in one 
street by a French courtesan, in another 
by an Austrian demi-mondaine, and in 
a third by a German prostitute. There 
was not a single one of these classes which 
would be kept out by this Bill, with the 
exception perhaps of the last, which would 
displace British labour. He wanted to 
call attention to the difference between 
the aliens in the East End and those in 
the West End. The East End alien 
poor by making cheaper 
clothes and boots; the West End alien 
catered for the pleasures of the rich; 
|therefore they heard nothing in these 
debates about the West End aliens. He 
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maintained that this Bill would not) of the lot of the people, and to waste 
effect the object it proposed to accom- | time on a measure like this was positively 
lish. It was a meré “shop-window | abominable. He knew quite well what 
Bill.” Although he was entirely in/ were the needs of these people, and to 
favour of shutting out criminal aliens, take any notice of leading articles 


this Bill would not effect that purpose. || published in the local papers imploring 


them not to offer any opposition to 
Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich)said that hon. | this Bill would make them as criminal 
Members opposite claimed that the whole | as the promoters. The whole thing was 
East End supported themselves and this | @ sham, and he protested against it. 
Bill. He really did know a little about the ean 
fast End, so much so that on the night ‘OLONEL WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire, W.) 
of the Second Reading four supporters | S#id that scarcely any of the speeches 
of the hon. and gallant Member for which had b en de'ivered by hon. 
Stepney, who had been dining in the Gentlemen opposite dealt with the 
House, too well, but not wiselv, had |-\mendment now before the Committee. 
tried to intimidate him on the railway |[Ovpostrioy cries of “Order” and 


platform of Westminster Bridge Station, | Withdraw.” "te BE 
under the impression that the Bill) .. ‘ wae 

was introduced for the express purpose |: TH® CHAIRMAN: If I thought that 
of preventing overcrowding, abolishing ®"Y of those speeches had not been in 
sweating, reducing rents, and expelling order I should have called the speakers 
the alien out of the East End. But for | t® order. 

a belief of that kind this Bill would not be | 
looked at in the East End of London, 


and to say that it would accomplish that | had no mtention whatever in what he 
object was not only wrong, but it made had said of casting any reflection upon 


the measure a sham. If the hon. and|the conduct of the Chairman. With 
gallant Member’s speech was in the Bill. regard to the argument put forward 
then he thought that they might all that this was a very small Bill the 
agree to it. It was a magnificent speech  T@@Son for that was to be found in the 
irom their standpoint; but that the fact that a. Gentlemen opposite de- 
Bill would carry out the views of the hon. !eated a Bill last year which was a 
and gallant Member was another story. much more drastic measure than this. 
It was a Bill for the convenience of the | He hoped the Government would soon 
a ond provided another law for the | treat the Bil! as it ought to be treated, 
inconvenience of the poor. They were and would not allow the vexatious 
; | opposition which was being offered to 


CoLonEL WILLIAMS said that he 


led to believe that this Government : 
was going to lessen sweating and over- 1 to continue. 


crowding, and that it was going to send a al 
the people out into the country. Had) Mr. JOHN BU RNS (Battersea) said the 
they never heard of “ greeners,” who | Member for Durham had given utterance 
supplied capital to bring over aliens, 500 to the view which was generally shared 
at a time, who shortly found their way to by the leaders of labour on the imposture 
Colney Hatch, there to be maintained at | Which the Committee were now discuss- 
the expense of the English ratepayers ? img. The hon. and gallant Gentleman 
He did not believe that this Bill was going | Who represented Stepney said that there 
to send one of these people back to their Were no satisfactory statistics on the alien 
own country. Of course. he insisted | question. The statistics were sufficient 
that the sacred right of asylum for | to prove that between 7,000 and 10,000 
political and religious refugees should | per annum was the maximum number 
be maintained. When this Bill had | of arrivals in the United Kingdom from 
been in operation 


two years and/| abroad; the census, indeed, put the 
; number at from 6,000 to 7,000. The 
did not think he would care to hon. Member for Stepney stretched 
change places with hon. Gentlemen | figures one way and manipulated statis- 
opposite. The nation was hungry for, tics the other. The only parallel to 
genuine legislation for the amelioration | the misrepresentations of the real facts 
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} 86 
of the case put forward on this Bill was | or a first-class passenger’s ticket at Calais | 
supplied by the Prison-Made Goods | or Dieppe, looked like a German count. | > 
Bill, which was twin brother to this | and talked like a foreign waiter. There - 
measure in imposture and deceit. He | was no need to pass Sub-section (a) for : 
appealed to the hon. Member to say | such people, even if it would exclude them, | * 
whether, if this Bill were carried, there | Let the Bill of Lord Alverstone a fey |” 
would be a single alien excluded from | years ago be put into force for them, | ve 
Stepney who could settle there now.) The hon. and gallant Member for Stepney - 
Whilst the war continued between would exclude, not such persons, but the ‘ 
Russia and Japan there might be 1,000 | poorer people who came prepared to work | 
or 2,000 Russian refugees driven by | for their living. The poor German nurse H 
political persecution to accept the hospi- | girl lured to London by an advertisement ; 
tality of the East End of London. Were was to be refused admittance, but Mrs, a 
hon. Gentlemen opposite in favour of| Bradley Martin was to be admitted, he 
excluding {political refugees from Russia The Swedish stevedore, poor, strong, and bs 
and religious refugees from the East | healthy, was not to be allowed to work ‘al 
who were flying from a tyranny which | among his fellows if he did not hold a ” 
we ought to approve of them escaping | certificate, but the Bill would allow such - 
from. The hon. and gallant Member | an alien to come in as he who came, ‘ i 
for Stepney talked as if this was a burn- wealthy with other people’s money, and * 
ing question in London as a whole, but | on Thursday gave a dinner at the Savoy ba 
it was only a burning question when | Hotel at a cost of £3,000, and at the rate 2h 
the object of this Bill was misrepresented. | of £125 a head. Such a man the Bill , ~” 
The electors of the East End were told) would not touch, though he did more to 
at a recent election that this Bill would | damage the moral fibre of rich and poor oy 
remove the pauper aliens who were now than 100 honest stevedores competing Th 
depriving them of their work and their) for work at the docks. The Billwas not) 
liberty, and that it would put an end/ needed. The best intellects among the | es 
to sweating. It was not true that the Conservative Party were opposed to it. | ce 


Bill would stop sweating. It was not) It would drive the Jewish people from 
true that the poverty-stricken people | one of their last sanctuaries. = 
who found refuge here deprived us of our | 
liberty. The people who deprived us| Tue CHAIRMAN: I must ask the 1 
of our liberty were the wealthy foreign hon. Member to keep nearer to the 
aliens consorting with the sons of | Amendment, and not make a Second ‘t 
those who came over with William the Reading speech. “et 
Norman. To talk of this Bill stopping 
sweating was to repeat only a vulgar, low) Mr. JOHN BURNS said he wished his 
election cry pandering to the ignorant. | t> point out that Sub-section (a) would Sis 
. : only exclude the poor Jews who sought , was 
Tae CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. | refuge in this country, and as a labour 
Member is now going too much into Jeader he protested against this denial ma 
general terms. ;of the right of asylum. Let every 
/man come who was prepared to work on 
Mr. JOHN BURNS said that the fair conditions. The Factory Acts and 
eftect of this sub-section would be to) the trade unions would ensure fair com- es 
raise up racial feeling such as they! petition. Let rich Jewsamong the Party rl 
had not experienced for two or three | opposite remember that what was their] Ark 
centuries. Sub-section (a) would not) lot forty years ago was the lot of others) Aru 
keep out the sowteneur, the foreign | of their nation to-day. Let the Con- one 
criminal, the men who, in the main, | servative Party beware of stimulating a | 4,4, 
were found in the neighbourhood of race feud that must have effect against] Bay 
Soho, Regent Street, and Piccadilly, | the rich Jews, too many of whom were, for Bail 
and who, presuming on our hospi-| political and mercenary motives, endeav- | 9 
tality, plied a dangerous calling for an’ ouring to catch British votes. If the | Bais 
immoral end. That kind of scoundrel race feud came, it would be against the Balf 
did not come in the steerage. He stole Jews, not of Stepney, but of the central! Balf 


an English countess’s jewels at Berlin, | district and the west. He appealed to| a 





Mr. John Burns. 
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the Conservative Party not to adopt a{ had he been permitted to proceed with 


doctrine that was adverse to the best| his argument he could 


have shown 


interests of the British people and that a direct disadvantage would accrue 


foreign to their instincts as a free com- 


The men who were voting | 


for this Bill employed Poles in Scottish | 


mines, Lascars in British ships, and 
(Chinese in South Africa. 


SIR 
(Hartlepool) said it had been said that 
the voice of the shipowner had not been 
heard against this particular proposal in 
the Bill. He wished to say that he 
supported the Amendment because he 
felt that if Sub-section (a) was passed 
as it appeared in the Bill it would be a 
very serious matter for the country. 
had known men of the class that would 
be excluded under the sub-section who 


to the country at large in regard to any 
interference with this immigration. 
He regretted that the Secretary to the 
Board of Trade had encouraged the 


| statement which had been made through- 


CHRISTOPHER FURNESS. 


He | 


had become respectable citizens and who, | 


so far from displacing labour, had ex- 
tended the area of employment and had 
created new industries which had been 
of great benefit to the country at large. 
There was another view which they 
might take of this matter. It was 
only a session or two ago that the House 
was informed that the Government 
had guaranteed a subsidy of £2,000,000 
to the Cunard Steamship Company. 


Toe CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
it would be in order to discuss the Cunard 
Agreement now. 


Str CHRISTOPHER FURNESS said 
his only object in mentioning that ques- 
tion was to show how deeply the country 
was interested in maintaining the large 
emigration trade between this country 
and the United States of America, and 


out the country that these immigrants 
had seriously affected labour in this 
country. He had stated that 75,000 
immigrants arrived in this country in 
1904 and had remained here. He 
wished to state most emphatically that 
no such number as 75,000 immigrants 
remained in this country during the vear 
1904. He was anxious to see every 
good honest workman employed, but he 
ventured to say that this country could 
never have afforded the employment 
it gave to-day had it not been for these 
very foreigners who, in the first instance, 
displaced British labour for a_ short 
time, but who, after living in this coun- 
try some time, had become respectable 


citizens and had revived old indus- 
tries aud created new ones. It was 


reasons that he desired to 
say how strongly he felt with regard 
to this sub-section. He was as anxious 
as any Member in the House to exclude 
undesirables from our shores, but in 
attempting to achieve that object the 
Committee should take care that they 
did not deprive the country of the benefit 
which these people conferred by aiding 
and encouraging trade and manufacture. 


for these 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 215; 
Noes, 158. (Division List No 227) 


am—l}. 


AYES. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 


Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. | Bill, Charles 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Bingham, Lord 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W(Leeds 


Bond, Edward 


| Brotherton, 


Banner, John 8S. Harmood- | 
| Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
| Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. | Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
| Bigwood, James 


| Blundell, Colonel Henry 


| Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
| Brassey, Albert 

| Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Edward 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Brymer, William Ernest 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Bull, William James 


3uxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar 
Campbell,J.H M.(Dublin Univ. 
| Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
| Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
| Chamberlain, Rt Hn J A( Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
| Clive, Captain Percy A. 
| Coates, Edward Feetham 
| Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
| Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
i Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 


Allen 
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Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir J. C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt Hn Sir J(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans('I’rH’m’ts 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(BrySEdm nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq of( L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords.N.W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hickman, S'r Alfred 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, JF(Shettield, Brightside 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. ArthurFred 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. 'T (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col.W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert H. 
Atherley-Jones, LL. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8. € 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 
Black, Alexander William 
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; Lamont, Norman 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
| Law, Andrew Bonar(Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir Joseph(Monm th 
| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
| Lawson, Hn H.L.W.( Mile End) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. ChasW. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ( Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis(EdinburghW 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nichclson, William Graham 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Aasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


femnant, James Farquharson | 


NOES. 


Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Byce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burke, E. Haviland 


Burns, John 

Buxton, N.E.(York, NRWhitby 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
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Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, 8. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Shettield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert | 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Samuel, Sir H. 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H (Renfrew) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes) 
Stewart, Sir M. J.M’Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 





Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Taylor, Austin (Kast Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuff, Charles i 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount | 
Vincent, Col. SirCEH(Shefttield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E( Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. P. ( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Llcyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Wilson, A Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W. H.(Yerks 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—NiI 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 





Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 


‘Crombie, John William 


Crooks, William 
Cullinan, J. 
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Law, Hugh Alex( Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
rancis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 


Mergan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 


Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


O'Prien, P. J (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


(Saffron Walden) 
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Reddy, M. 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Robson, William Snowdon 


Roche, John (Galway, East 
Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, ‘T. W. 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Maj.J EB (Isle of Wight) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (For‘arshire) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, I onal 

Taylor, Theodore C (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters (NDorset 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Fred. W.( Norfolk, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. William M‘Arthur. 


THE CHAIRMAN said that, having 


Sub-section (a) as to throw upon the considered the matter, he did not consider 


us Dalziel, James Henry Lambert, George 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway) 
iD Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
ld) = Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | Layland-Barratt, 
kney) © Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
rt Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles Levy, Maurice 
: Doogan, P. C. | Lough, Thomas 
a Dutiy, Wm. J. | Lundon, W. 
hire) Duncan, J. Hastings | Lyell, Charles Henry 
pool) Edwards, Frank , 
pford F Ellice,CaptEC(SAndrew’sB’ghs | MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
7 Emmott, Alfred M’Crae, George 
W Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | M‘Kean, John 
T ) Eve, Harry Trelawney M‘Kenna, Reginald 
row) Farrell, James Patrick W‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Ffrench, Peter Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
East Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond Mooney, John J. 
‘kirk Flavin, Michael Joseph 
i Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Moss, Samuel 
nes) Ff Fuller, J. M. F. Muldoon, John 
ae" Furness, Sir Christopher Murphy, John 
1M. Goddard, Daniel Ferd Nannetti, Joseph P. 
3 Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir E (Berwick) 
y Griffith, Ellis J. Nussey, Thomas Willans 
vet Hammond, John O'Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
eth) Harcourt, Lewis O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
: Harwood, George 
Helme, Norval Watson O Dowd, John 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. | O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
* Higham, John Sharp O'Malley, William 
' Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. =O’ Mara, James 
eld i Isaacs, Rufus Daniel O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
nue Joicey, Sir James Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
: Jones, Leif (Appleby) Pease, J. A. 
H Jordan, Jeremiah Perks, Robert William 
Hae Joyce, Michael Philipps, John Wynford 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W Power, Patrick Joseph 
eg Kilbride, Denis Priestley, Arthur 
ts.) Kitson, Sir James Rea, tussell 
cyd 
ig Mr. BRIGHT, in moving so to amend 
set 
R.) authorities the onus of proving the in- 
- abiity of a person to obtain a livelihood. 


er said the important constitutional point 
raised by the Amendment had been to a 
certain extent dealt with on an Amend- 
ment moved by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn. Under the clause an alien 
would be refused admission to the 
country if he could not show that he was 
in possession of means of decently sup- 
porting himself; that was to say, he 
would be held to be guilty of poverty 
unless he could prcve his innocence. 
That was an absolute inversion of the 
law, customs, and traditions of the 
country. 


Nir 


nd 





Mr. PEEL submitted, on a point of 
order, that the question now raised had 


been already dealt with on a previous | 


Amendment, viz., that moved by the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn. 





the question to be covered by the Amend- 
ment referred to. The Amendment of 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn dealt 
with the plan of procedure of the immi- 
gration board, whereas the present 
Amendment referred to the immigration 
officer. 


Mr. BRIGHT said he had no intention 
of re-debating the question further than 
to point Out that his Amendment raised 
a concrete case. Although, as the Prime 
Minister had stated, the Bill was one 
of administration and did not deal with 
civil rights, the fact remained that an 
administrative Bill should not over-ride 
civil rights. The country was governed 
by precedent, and what was done to-day 
for aliens might be done to-morrow for 
ourown countrymen. He begged to move. 
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Amendment proposed— 


““In page 1, line 23, to leave out from the 
word ‘if’ to the end of the line, and insert the 
words ‘it can be shown that he has not in his 
possession or is not in a,’”-—(Mr. Bright.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said they were 
dealing not with any question of the 
administration of the criminal law, but 
merely with an inquiry into a simple 
question of fact, and what the Committee 
had to determine was upon whom it was 
most convenient the burden of proof 
should rest. If the alien had means in 
his possession it would be easy for him to 
prove it, whereas it would be practically 
impossible for the immigration officer or 
the board to prove that he had not 
means, Any business man would say 
that the proper way of dealing with the 
matter was to put the burden of proof 
upon the alien, 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the argument 
as put forward by the Attorney-General 
was general in its application, but surely 
the right hon. Gentleman would not assert 
that a lunatic should be required to prove 
that he was a lunatic, an idiot that he was 
an idiot, or another person that he had 
been sentenced in a foreign country. It 
was Clear that in all such cases the onus 
of proof must be on the officer making 
the charge. Why, then, was it un- 
reasonable to apply to this particular 
sub-section the same principles that 
would have to be applied to other 
sub-sections? The right hon. Gentleman 
seemed to be extremely anxious to make 
the ordeal of these unfortunate people as 
severe as possible, and apparently he 
came to the House with no other object 
than to put the screw on the most miser- 
able members of the human family. If 
there was any means by which he could 
make their lot harder and their burden 
heavier, the right hon. Gentleman did not 
hesitate to avail himself of it. It was 
obvious that whether before the immigra- 
tion board or the immigration officer 
aliens were to have short shrift, The 
Prime Minister had stated that what was 
wanted was a rough-and-ready method of 
dealing with aliens, that it was a matter 


Mr. Bright. 
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of administration and not of justice, and 
he certainly seemed to have got an At- 
torney-General who had thoroughly im- 
bibed the principles of the Bill, and was 
ready‘to turn his legal talents to no 
better purpose than the finding of argu- 
ments to justify such a measure. 7 


Mr. DALZIEL asked what kind of 
instructions were to be given to the im- 
migration officer as to the amount of 
money an immigrant should have in his 
possession before being allowed to land. 
Was the amount to be £10, £15, or £202 
He presumed that some instructions 
would be given, as it was surely not to be 
suggested that the immigration offlcer 
should have a perfectly free hand in the 
matter. Had the Government conceived 
the possibility of an agency being estab- 
lished in this country for supplving the 
immigrants with the necessary amount of 
money to enable them to land? There 
was nothing whatever in the Bill to pre- 
vent immigrants being met by an agent 
and receiving from him a loan sufficient 
to comply with the financial] condition as 
to landing. These were matters which 
ought to be dealt with at the present 
stage, and the Committee were entitled 
to know what instructions would be given 
to the immigration officers who would 
have to deal with the circumstances when 
they arose. 

And, it being Midnight, the Chairman 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Wednesday. 


WAR STORES COMMISSION BILL. 


Considered in Committee,and reported 
without Amendment. 


Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL | (Sir 
Rogert Fiyxay, Inverness Burghs) asked 
to be allowed, in view of the special 
circumstances of the case, to take the 
Third Reading. 

Objection being taken, the Motion was 
postponed. 
time 


Bill to be third 


to-morrow. 


read the 


_ 
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877 Consolidated Fund 
CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair, 


C'ause 1:— 


Motion made and’ Question proposed, 
“That the clause stand part of the Bill.” 


Ma. DALZIEL (Kirkealdy Burghs) 
moved to report Progress. He said that 
hon. Members had not had notice that the 
Bill would be taken. A few nights ago 
when the Government announced that the 
Bill would be taken, many Members inter- 
ested in the matter waited, but to-night, 
not at all expecting it would come on, 
they had gone home. He submitted that, 
under the circumstances, it would be very 
unfair to take the Committee stage 
without notice, 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.” 


Tue CHANCELLOR or true EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. Aus’TEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) said that when the 
Bill was put down the other night he was 
asked by hon. Gentlemen opposite not to 
take it that night. The measure was 
one for which there was urgency, and, as 
no object would be gained by post- 
ponement, he hoped the Committee 
would now proceed with the considera- 
tion of the clause :. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he was sure the 
communication with the other side was 
not made through the ordinary official 
channels, 


Mr. 
right hon, Gentleman on the Front Bench 
opposite leaned across the Table and said, 
“T suppose you will not take the Bill 
to-night ?” 


Mr. DALZIEL did not regard that as 
a representation; it 
request for information. 
Gentleman 


was merely a 
The right hon. 
would get his Bill much 
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| more easily if he gave twenty-four hours 


| notice. 

| 

| Mr. LOUGH (Islington, N.) hoped the 
| right hon. Gentleman would accede to the 
| request of his hon. friend. Nothing would 
| be gained by pressing the Bill to-night, 
'and it was only reasonable that some 
| notice should be given. 


Major SEELY (Isle of Wight) said 
there was something peculiarly inappro- 
priate in t:king this Bill without notice. 
This year a Consolidated Fund Bil] had 
been brought forward in a manner con- 
trary to all precedent, and methods had 
been adopted that were contrary to good 
finance. It was therefore essential that 
the Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Bill should 
not be taken without due notice. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (O/dham) asked 
whether the Committee were not to have 
any Answer from the Leader of the House. 
A reque-t, couched in extremely moderate 
language, had been made that the Bill 

'should be postponed for a day. It was 
extremely inconvenient that so import- 
ant a matter should be thrust upon the 
Committee after midnight. If the right 
hon. Gentleman's desire was to get 
the measure through by a _ covert 
manceuvre he thought it possible 
that the discussion might be pro- 
tracted till quite a late hour in the 
morning. The Prime Minister really 
treated the House with utter contempt. 
The right hon. Gentleman hardly ever 
condescended to enter the House during 
the ordinary course of business except 
for the purpose of proposing some gagging 
Resolution. If no Answers were to be 
obtained to reasonable Questions he 
thought the time had come when every 
opportunity still remaining ‘n the hands 

_of a minority should be usei to protest 

| against such treatment. 


AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A | 


| Tue PRIME MINISTER ann FIRST 
| LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
| Batrour, Manchester, E.) said the hon. 
| Gentleman accused him of treating the 
|House with contempt. That was the 
| last sentiment that everentered his mind. 
| He did not say that there were no indi- 
| viduals in the House-for whom at times 
| he might not entertain contempt, but for 
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the House itself, never. 


answer the Question ; 


rnght hon, 


Consolidated Fund 


The hon. Gentle- | 
man accused him of not having got up to 
but, so far as he 
knew, no Question had been put which 
had not been already answered by his 
friend the Chanceller of the 
Kxchequer, who was responsible for the 
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There 


conduct of this Bill through the House. 


His right hon. friend might have added, 
however, that when hon. Members talked 


in the same breath of a departure from | 


ancient precedent and also of the impor- 
on the Committee 


tance of discussion 


Ainswerth, John Stirling 
Asher, Alexander 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Jarry, HE. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
3rown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland 
Caldwell, James 


Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 


Cheetham. John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 


Devlin, — Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. 


Duffy, William J. 

Ellice.Capt E C(S Andrw’sBghs 
Evans, * muel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gladstone. Rt.Hn Herbert John 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
3alcarres, Lord 

Balfour. Rt. Hn. A. J.(Maneh’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn Gerald W(Leeds 


sanner, John S Harmood- 
Sathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bingham, Lord 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Mr. A.J. Balfour, 


Noes, 136. 


AYES 


Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Helme, Norval Watson 


| Higham, John Sharp 


| Hutchinson, Dr. 


Chas. Fredk. 


| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


| Joyce, 


| Kilbride, 
| Lamont, 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P. (Cavan,W 
Denis 

Norman 

Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 


Law, 


| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 


M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 
Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. - y j 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


NOES. 


Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell,J.H M (Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C W. (Derbyshire 


| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 


| Compton, 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn J A (Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. 
Lord Alywne 


A. E. 


| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


The Committee divided: 


| Roche, John (Galway, 
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| stage of the Consolidated Fund Bill they 

_showed complete forgetfulne:s cr ignor. 
ance of what 
to all the older Members of the House, 
was no 
debate ever having taken place on this 
stage of the Consolidated Fund Bill. 


was perfectly familiar 


case of an important 


Question put. 


Ayes, 8); 


(Division List No, 228.) 


-- O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea. Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

East 
Russell, ‘I 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick 8.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Sullivan, Donai 
Taylor, Theodore C. 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


(Radcliffe) 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters (N Dorset 
Wilson, FredW(Norfolk, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Dalziel and Majer Seely. 


Cust, Henry John C. 
Davenport, Wm. Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B. (Inv’rn’ssBebs. 


| Fisher, William Hayes 


Fitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 


Gordon, MajEvans(‘T’rH’ mlets j 
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Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hn. Claude George 
Heath, Sir Jas (Staffords,N.W. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 


Hope, J F (Sheffield, Brightside | 


Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H L W (Mile End) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
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) Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
| Lucas, Reginald J (Portsmouth 
| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 

| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
| Majendie, James A. H. 

| Marks, Harry Hananel 

| Martin, Richard Biddulph 

| Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 


| Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 


Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


| Randles, John 8. 


Rankin, Sir James 


| 
} 
| 
| 
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Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
| Smith, Abel H (Hertford, East) 


Stanley, Hn. Arthur Ormskirk 


| Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lances.) 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


| Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E 

Welby, Sir Chas. G.E.( Notts.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 

Wylie, Alexander 

















Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S Reid, James 


Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 


Question again proposed, ‘‘That the 
clause stand part of the Bill.” 


Masor SEELY said he desired to call 
the attention of the Committee to the 
disastrous state of His Majesty’s land 
forces. 


Tae CHAIRMAN said that would be 
clearly out of order. It was a well- 
known rule of the House that such 
general discussions were in order on the 
Second and Third Reading of the Bill, 
but it had been laid down time after 
time that they were not in order in 
Committee. 


Masor SEELY said that as he under- 
stood the precedent it was not in order 
to discuss the general condition of the 
land forees in Committee on the 
Consolidated Fund Bill under ordinary 
circumstances, but under exceptional 
circumstances, such as took place in 1884, 
he believed it was held that the state of 
uncertainty could be discussed. 


THe CHAIRMAN said he had carefully 
studied the precedents of the last twenty 
years, and he was confident that that was 
not so. 


(Greenock) 
Ridley, 8. Forde 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Mr. CHURCHILL understood the 
ruling of the Chair to be that no general 
subject such as would be relevant to a 
Second Reading debate was in order in 
Committee. He presumed, however, 
that any specific item of expenditure 
included in the sum dealt with by this 
clause to which exception was taken 
could be discussed on the present 
occasion. 


Tur CHAIRMAN explained that the 
Committee could not over-rule a decision 
of the House itself, and the House had 
already decided by the Resolution of 
June 6th that this particular sum should 
be granted out of the Consolidated Fun. 
It would therefore be out of order for 
the Committee to attempt to go behind 
the decision of the House. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the Question 
put from the Chair was “ that Clause 1 
stand part of the Bill,’ and the Com- 
mittee, of course, could either reject or 
accept that Motion. Therefore, while it 
was in oder to reject the clause abso- 
lutely, it was apparently not in order to 
assign any reason for taking such a 
course. 


Tue CHAIRMAN said that so far as 
he could gather from the precedents that 
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was what had always been ruled. He, 
did not defend it; he simply adhered to 
the practice of the House. 


Mr. DALZIEL asked whether the 
Chairman meant to assert that on no 
previous occasion had Members been 
allowed in Committee on the Consolidated 
Fund Bill to discuss the merits of the 
clauses or to move Amendments to 
them; and, further, whether he ruled 
that no Amendment whatever could be 
made to Clause 1 or any other clause in 
the Bill. 


THe CHAIRMAN said his ruling 


referred to a particular Amendment on | 
WeFe | 


Clause 1. When other clauses 
reached, if any Amendments were put | 
forward, he would rule upon them. 


Mr. DALZIEL asked whether it weuld | 
be in order for any Member who objected | 


to the procedure to be adopted in raising | 
this money to move the postponement | 


of Clause 1 until the borrowing proposals 
had been discussed. 


THe CHAIRMAN: No, I think not. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
asked what, then, could be discussed. 
This sum of £!6,000,000 included an 
item of £1,000 or £2,000 in connection 
with the Deputy Judge Advocate- 
General’s office. 
or were the Members of the House of 
Commons to 
automata ? 


THe CHAIRMAN said that precisely 


the same point was raised by the late | 


{COMMONS} 


Could he discuss that, | 


vote money simply as | 








(No. 2) Bul. 


Mr.,SAMUEL EVANS: Is there any- 
thing we can discuss ? , 


&84 


THe CHAIRMAN: All I can say js 
that for twenty years the ingenuity of 
many hon. Members has been directed to 
finding something to discuss, and they 
have never succeeded in finding anything. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he would 
not venture to comment upon the re- 
sults of the ruling just given, but the 
Committee were in a very peculiar 
position. They were asked to express 
/an opinion as to whether or not Clause |] 
'should stand part of the Bill, but they 
| were not allowed to consider any of the 
facts relevant to such a decision. But 
the question was not merely whether the 
| clause should be embodied in the Bill; 
| there was the further point of whether 
'they ought not to decide as to the 
borrowing powers to be granted to the 
| Government before they dealt with the 
| Supply itself. He therefore moved to 
postpone Clause 1 until Clause 2 had 
been dealt with. 


THe CHAIRMAN said that such a 
Motion would not be in order. The 
Question that Clause 1 stand part had 
already been put, and any Motion to 
postpone the clause should be made 
before that Question was proposed from 
the Chair. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barnstaple) 
hoped some explanation of the clause 
would be given. Even if the measure 
/ were more or less of a formal character 
the 
Sill 


it was nevertheless necessary that 
| Committee should understand the 
before they passed it. 


Member for Cork in 1885, and it was/| 


then held that he could not move such | 


an Amendment. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) asked whether the Committee 
was to understand that they could not 
discuss anything. 


THE CHAIRMAN said he had ruled 
that it was not in order to discuss the 
condition of the land forces, That was 
the only subject which had yet been 
suggested for discussion. 


Mr. Grant Lawson. 


Mr. DALZIEL said there were various 
reasons why this clause should not be 


added to the Bill. The measure had 
come on unexpectedly, and many 
Members interested therein were not 
present. There was also the ques- 
tion of whether the Government 
ought to be encouraged in _ this 
policy of continually brirging in 
Consolidated Fund Bills. 

THe CHAIRMAN: That — subject 


might be in order on the Second Reading, 
_ but it is certainly out of order on Clause 1. 
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Mr. DALZIEL said another matter for 
consideration was whether the Govern- 
ment were a fit body to be entrusted 
with this amount of money. 


THE CHAIRMAN: The House has 
already decided that question by the 
Resolution of June 6th, upon which we 
cannot go back. 


Mr. CHURCHILL asked how, if the 
House had already decided that the 
Government were to have this money, it 
was competent for the Committee to 
over-rule the decision of the House, as it 
obviously was competent from the very 
fact that the Chairman had put the 
Question from the Chair. 


THe CHAIRMAN: I have already 
stated the rule of the House; I am 
afraid I cannot argue the matter with 
the hon. Member. 


Mr. CHURCHILE suggested that it 
would be extremely convenient, and 
greatly to the satisfaction of all parties, 
if the Chairman would inaugurate his 
career by creating and establishing for 
all time a precedent that would bear 
some remote resemblance to common- 
sense. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL thought that, 
in view of the fact that hon. Members 
did not expect this discussion to come 
on, he was within his rights in moving 
the adjournment of the debate. [The 
Clerk at the Table made an observation 
to the Chairman.] He must really ask 
the Clerk to keep quiet. The question 
was for the Chairman to decide. He 
would submit to the decision of the proper 
authority, but he protested against the 
Chairman being the mouthpiece of any 
official at the Table. [Cries of ‘* With- 
draw!”) He would withdraw nothing. 
lf the Government would not answer 
Questions that were put to them he was 
perfectly in order in moving the adjourn- 
ment of the debate. 


Ture CHAIRMAN said the hon. Mem- 
ber would, no doubt. have been within 
his rights in moving the adjournment 
of the debate were it not that the Com- 
mittee had just rejected a Motion to 
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report Progress. He could not accept the 
Motion. 


Mr. CHURCHILL asked whether they 
were not entitled to have from the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer some statement 
in explanation of the very important 
proposition which he had been responsible 
for commending to the House. The 
Committee were not allowed to criticise 
in detail the various public objects to be 
served by the Supply or to deal with any 
of the general subjects which appeared 
naturally to arise in connection with the 
expenditure of the money, but they were 
at least entitled to a statement from the 
responsible head of the Treasury as to 
the general scope of the clause. If the 
debate appeared to lack the element of 
reality, that element could be at once 
supplied by the right hon. Gentleman 
on the Treasury Bench. He would 
not make an appeal to the right 
hon. Gentleman, because, naturally, the 
right hon. Gentleman did not pay any 
attention to anything he said—unless 
it was to do the exact opposite—-but the 
Leader of the House had assured them 
that, though he had a contempt for him 
personally, he had no contempt for the 
House, and he would urge the right hon. 
Gentleman to live up to that newly-made 
resolution and apply to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer that almost overwhelm- 
ing pressure which would induce him to 
make to the Committee the explanation 
which it desired and deserved. 


: Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, ‘‘ That the Ques- 
tion be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 
now put.” 


While the House was being cleared for 
a division, 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
drew attention to the fact that ini1888 
when the question was raised the Chair- 
man sild— 


“The hon. Member can discuss whether it is 
expedient that the Supply which has been 
already granted by the House should or should 
not be appropriated, and the mode of 
appropriation, but those are the only questions 
he can raise. The Supply has been already 
voted; the amount has been already 
determined ; the only question for this Com- 
mittee is whether the Treasury shall be 
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a certain way.” 


THe CHAIRMAN: I understand the 


hon. Member’s point, but 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn A. J(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | 


Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
3anner, John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

3ingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
3rassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell, J.HM (Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hn.Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn J A( Wore. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Rt HnAilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir RB (Inv’rn’ss B’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Asher, Alexander 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

srigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 


Mr. Calduell. 
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compelled by law to appropriate the money in | Jooked the fact that 
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that was an 


| Appropriation Bill. 


he has over- | Noes, 78. 


AYES. 


| Fitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon 
| Forster, Henry William 
| Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
| Gordon, Maj Evans(‘T’rH’ mlets 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
| Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
| Hare, Thomas Leigh 
| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
| Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords, NW 
Hope, J F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
| Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col.W. 
| Kerr, John 
Keswick, William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick.N.S 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt.HnWalter (Bristol,S) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Milvain, Thomas 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 


NOES. 


| Cremer, Wm. Randal 
Cullinan, J. 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, J. (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. ©. 
Duffy, William J. 
Ellice, CaptEC(SAndrw’sB’ghs 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
| Gladstone, Rt. Hn Herb. John 
| Hammond, John 
| Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
' Helme, Norval Watson 





The Committee divided:—Ayes, 127; 
(Division List No. 229.) 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 


| Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 


Percy, Earl 


| Pierpoint, Robert 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John ( Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marvlebone, W.) 


Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Vim. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley ( York, E.R. 
Wilson, John ((Glasvow) 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscovnt Valentia. 


Higham, John Sharp 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, V. P. (Cavan, W.) 


| Kilbride, Denis 

| Law, Hugh Alex (Donegal, W. 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 

| Lough, Thomas 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
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Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 
Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, J. (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | Soares, Ernest J. 

O'Malley, William Sullivan, Donal 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
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Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 

| Reddy, M. 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 

| Russell, T. W. 
Samuel, S.M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj J.E.B(Isle of Wight 


Question put accordingly, “That the 


clause stand part of the Bill.” Noes, 79. 


AYES. 


| Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans(T’r H’mlets 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. H. O | 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Balcarres, Lord Hambro, Charles Eric 

salfour, Rt. Hn. AJ (Manch’r) | Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry) 
Jalfour, Capt C. B. (Hornsey) | Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
salfour, Rt Hn G. W. (Leeds) | Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Janbury, Sir Frederick George | Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- Heath, Sir J. (Staffords, N.W. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin | Hope,J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M | Hunt, Rowland 

3ignold, Sir Arthur | Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Bingham, Lord | Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T (Denbigh 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Kenyon-Slaney, Rt Hn Col. W. 
Bond, Edward | Kerr, John 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith | Keswick, William 

grassey, Albert | King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Brotherton, Edward Allen Knowles, Sir Lees 

Campbell, JHM(Dublin Univ. | Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H_ | Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. | Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) | Lawson, Hn H Li W(Mile End 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Chamberlain,Rt Hn J A (Wore. | Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Chapman, Edward | Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Clive, Captain Percy A. | Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Coates, Edward Feetham | Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. | Lowe, Francis William 
Compton, Lord Alwyne | Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Corbett, T.L (Down, North) | Lucas, Reginald J (Portsmouth 
Davenport, William Bromley | Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Dickson, Charles Scott | M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Doughty, Sir George Majendie, James A. H. 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- | Marks, Harry Hananel 
Fellowes,Rt HnAilwynEdward | Milvain, Thomas 

Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. | Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Finlay,Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs. | Morpeth, Viscount 

Fisher, William Hayes | Morrell, George Herbert 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon | Morrison, James Archibald 


NOES. 


Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Asher, Alexander 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
3arry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh. 


(No. 2) Bill. 890 


, Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters (N Dorset 
Wilson, Fred W (Norfolk, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Dalziel and Mr. Ellis 
Griffith. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 125; 
(Division List No 230.) 


Mount, William Artliur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, 8. Forde 

Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—NSir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Ellice,Capt EC (SAndrw’sB’ghs 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
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Farrell, James Patrick 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn.Herb. John 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie,J. Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharp 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P(Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Law, Hugh Alex (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lough, Thomas 


{COMMONS} 


| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 


| Mitchell, Edw (Fermanagh, N. 
| Moss, Samuel 
| Muldoon, John 


Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’ Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’ Brien, Patrick ((Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


| O'Dowd, John 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


(No. 2) Bill. 892 


| Preistley, Arthur 

| Rea, Russell 

| Reddy, M. 

| Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Russell, T. W. 

| Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 

| Soares, Ernest J. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Toulmin, George 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters (NDorset 
Wilson, Fred W (Norfolk, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Trevelyan and Mr. Bright. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


Clause 2 :— 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.), in 
moving to omit the word “borrow,” 
complained of the inconvenience of 
discussing technical financial points at 
that hour of the morning. 


THE CHAIRMAN intimated that the 
hon. Member would not be in order 
unless he proposed to substitute some 
other word for the word “ borrow.” 


*Mr. McCRAE said he was about to 
show how the money could be provided 
if the word ‘ borrow” was omitted. 


Tue CHAIRMAN said he could not 
accept the Amendment as it stood, as 
the clause would not be sense without 
some verb in the place of * borrow.” 


Mr. CHURCHILL understood that 
his hon. friend wished to call attention 
to certain technical irregularities in the 
method of borrowing now pursued by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, and 
in order to remove the difficulty referred 
to by the Chairman he would move the 
substitution of the word “obtain” for 
the word “borrow.” At first sight it 
might appear to be a mere verbal 
quibble, but that was not at all the 
case. There were many sources from 
which the Treasury could obtain funds 
without borrowing. There was, for 
instance, the 


Africa. That alone would have provided 
considerably more than one-half of the 
amount dealt with in this Bill. Then 


overdue contribution of | 
£10,000,000 from the mineowners of South | 


Power, Patrick Joseph 


there were the enormous profits said to 
have been made out of the sale of stores 
through the genius and foresight of a 
paragon Secretary of State. Surely some 
appropriation from that source might 
very well be brought into account, 
Another method of raising funds was 
afforded by the giving of commissions in 
the Army to gentlemen who were unable 
to pass their examinations, 


Coronet LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epping) 
asked, on a point of order, whether the 
hon. Member was not trifling with the 
time of the House. 


Tue CHAIRMAN said the hon. Mem- 
ber did not appear to be speaking very 
relevantly. He was following the remarks 
of the hon. Gentleman very closely, and, 
| though he could not say he was out of 
order, he would ask him to keep as near 
to the point as possible. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said nothing was 
further from him than to trifle with the 
Committee. They were, it was true, 

| serutinising the Bill with greater minute- 
ness than they would have done had not 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer treated 
the House in an abominable and dis- 
courteous manner, 


Toe CHAIRMAN said those remarks, 
at any rate, were not relevant. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said that possibly 
he had strayed a little from the subject. 
| He suggested that the contribution from 
South Africa, the profits from the sale ot 
| stores, the sums that might be realised 
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by contributions from officers whose ia- 
tellects would not enable them to pass 


competitive examinations, the economies 


which the representative of the Board of 
Works expected to accrue from Big 
Ben’s being illuminated with a green 
instead of a yellow light, and the im- 
position of a charge for the admission of 
motor-cars into Hyde Park during 
certain hours, were all sources from which 
add tional revenue might be derived. 
He hoped that in moving his Amend- 
ment he could count on the support 
of all hon. Gentlemen who disapproved 
of the violent, unreasonable, unchari- 
table, and unfair course pursued by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in thrusting 
the Bill unexpectedly on the House. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 19, to leave out the word 
‘borrow,’ and insert the word ‘ obtain.’ ”— 
(Mr. Churchill.) 


(juestion proposed, ‘That the word 
‘borrow’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. McCRAE said that in his Budget 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer obtained 
authority to borrow £10,000,000 on Ex- 
chequer bonds between April and 
December, not for the services of the 
year, but for the purpose of liquidating 
other Exchequer bonds falling out in 
December. The right hon. Gentleman 
had exercised that power to the extent 
of about £6,000,000. The Exchequer 
balances recently stood at £9,000,000 and 
in the following week at £10.000,000, and 
although they had been reduced for the 
moment by the payment of Supply and 
the laying aside of some £5,000,000 for 
the payment of dividends, the financial 
position was such that the right hon. 
Gentleman did not require to borrow to 
the same extent for Supply as he would 
have had to do in a normal year. He 
thought, therefore, the Committee should 
be very careful in giving further borrow- 
ing powers, and before any such powers 
were granted an undertaking ought to be 
given by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that the money would be applied only 
to the purposes for which it was voted. 
During recent years the practice of trans- 
ferring money from one head to another 
without the consent of Parliament had 
grown to such an extent that it was be- 
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coming a danger to the State. While 
the financial affairs of the nation were 
conducted in so lax a manner there was 
no wonder that expenditure went on 
increasing by leaps and bounds. It was 
necessary that a stop should be put to 
the growth of the floating debt, but if 
this clause were passed without any 
undertaking from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer he feared that that debt would 
not be reduced as it ought to be. 


Mra. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he should be extremely sorry if in his 
conduct of any measure he could fairly 
be charged with discourtesy to the 
House or toany Member. He honestly 
thought he was not open to the strong 
comments of the hon. Member for 
Oldham, which were couched in need- 
lessly offensive language, 


Mr. CHURCHILL said his language 
had reference to the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s political action, not his personal 
demeanour. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he did not plead guilty to the charge, 
but it wos unnecessary further to allude 
toit. With regard to the Amendment, 
he might remind the Committee that 
this was a common form of clause which 
had appeared for several years in these 
Bills, and such Bills had always been 
treated as non-controversial, or, at any 
rate, as not requiring any lengthened 
discussion. He need scarcely assure the 
Committee that the borrowing would 
be confined to what was absolutely 
necessary. The ‘Treasury had _ to 
provide £10,000,000 against December ; 
they could not raise it all at the last 
moment, so they were raising it in instal- 
ments during the year. As far as that 
money could be made available during 
the year alvantage wouid be taken of it. 
But the provision was cne that appeared 
in all such Bills, and the power to 
borrow was always used by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer with as much 
moderation as the circumstances per- 
mitted. He hoped, therefore, that the 
Committee would allow the present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer and the present 
Government the discretion which had 
always been allowed by previous Bills of 
this character 


2H 
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Mr. (Tower 


Hamlets, Whitechapel) said that if the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, instead | 


of borrowing in the early part of the 
year when money was dearest, had 
waited until the present time when 
money was under 2 per cent., and had 
raised it by Treasury bills instead of by 
Exchequer bonds, he would have got the 
money at practically half the rate that 
he had to pay on the last occasion. 
siderable criticism had been directed 
against the method adopted by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN asked | 


whether the hon. Member was in order in 
discussing on the present Bill what in 
reality was a provision of the Finance 
Aci. 


THE CHAIRMAN said the hon. Mem- 
ber would not be in order in discussing a 
previous borrowing. 


Mr. McCRAE submitted that the 
matter came within the purview of the 
Committee, as the money was not being 
devoted to the purpose for which it was 
borrowed, but was lying in the bank, and 
could be made available for the purposes 


of this Bill. 
Mr. STUART SAMUEL said he was 


about tosuggest the manner in which the 
money should be obtained. He was 
opposed to any discretion being left to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer as to 
the manner in which the money should 
be raised. The best form was that of 
Treasury bills, as money could be ob- 


tained so much more cheaply when it, 


was to be repaid at short fixed intervals. 


Money could be obtained for six months | 


at under 2 per cent., whereas under the 
wasteful procedure adopted by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer 3 per cent. or 3} 
per cent. had had to be paid. 


THe CHAIRMAN reminded the hon. 


{COMMONS} 


Con- | 


(No. 2) Bill. 
Mr. STUART SAMUEL said that 


whether the Treasury “borrowed” 1 
“obtained” they must issue something. 
and he was arguing in favour of Treasury 
bills as against Exchequer bonds. The 


manner in which money had _beei 
borrowed recently was condemned by 
practically all sound financial experts. 
He hoped the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had no intention of adding to 
the permanent debt of the country, and 
that he would not, as ona previous 
occasion, pay off £7,000,000 by borrowing 
£9,000,400, 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that if the hon. Member would read the 
clause he would see that neither of those 
things could he done under the power 
granted by the Bill. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS complained 
that not a single word of explanation had 
been given as to the purposes for which 
this money was required, nor had any 
reason been given for pressing the Bill 
at this sitting. The fact that it was the 
forty-seventh Order showed that it was 
not urgent, 


THe CHAIRMAN: That question is 
not relevant to the Amendment before 
the Committee. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS said he objected 
just as much to the Government's 
“obtaining ” as he did to their “ borrow- 
ing” this £16,000,000. There was no 
urgency for the Bill, and he moved to 
report Progress. 


Tue CHAIRMAN said that under the 
powers vested in hm he would put the 
Motion forthwith. 


Question put, “That the Chairman 
|do report Progress, and ask leave to sit 
again.” 


Member that the only question before | 


the Committee was the substitution of | 


“‘obtain’’ for “ borrow.” 


AY 


Brigg, John 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Boland, John 


Bright, Allan Heywood 
3rown, George M. (Edinburgh) | Cheetham, John Frederick 
Caldwell, James 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 73; 
| Noes, 117. (Division List No. 231.) 
Es. 


Causton, Richard Knight 
| Channing, Francis Allston 


| Churchill, Winston Spencer 
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Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Ellice, Capt EC.(SAndrw’sPghs 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Gritlith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir(Merthyr Tydvil 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharp 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, RtHn.Hugh0O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

palfour, Rt.Hn. A. J. (Manch’: 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
‘ampbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Univ 
‘arson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
favendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
ecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘hamberlain, RtHn.JA.(Wore. 
‘hapman, Edward 

‘live, Captain Percy A. 
‘oates, Edward Feetham 
‘ochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
‘ompton, Lord Alwyne 
orbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 


Mr. CHANCELLOR of the 
“That the Question be now 
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Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lough, Thomas 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


, O'Dowd, John 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 


NOES. 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, J.(Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon,Maj Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’donderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, Sir Jas. (StaffordsNW.) 


| Hope, J F.(Shettield, Brightside 


Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hunt, Rowland 


| Jeffreys, Rt. Hon. Arthur Fred 


Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col.W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’ th) 


| Lawrence, Wm F. (Liverpool) 


Lawson, HnH.L.W. (Mile End) 


| Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | 


Morpeth, Visconnt 
Morrell, George Herbert 
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O’ Mara, James 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russeli 

Reddy, M. 

Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, 8. W. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj.J.EB.(Isle of Wight) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth ) 
Wills, ArthurWalters (NDorset 
Wilson, Fred. W( Norfolk, Mid.) 
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TELLERS FOR FHE AYES—Mr. 
Samuel Evans and Mr. 
Soares. 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Pease, Herb. Pike(Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, S. Forde 

tobertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
{utherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpoc! 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 


, Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 


Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt.{Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York. E.R. 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE*NoEs—Sir 


Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


EXCHEQUER rose in his place, and claimed to move, 


put.” 
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(Juestion put, ‘That the 
now put.” 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, RtHnHugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 
3anbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin | 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Roscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
3rotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hn.Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn J A( Wore. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
3oland, John 

Brigg, John 

Fright, Allan Heywood 
3rown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Caldwell,James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 118; 


| Noez, 72 (Division List No. 232.) 


AYES, 


Finlay, SirR B(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, J (Londonderry,South 


Gordon, Maj Evans(T’rH’ mlets 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marg of(L’donderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, Sir J. (Staffords. N.W. 


| Hope, J F (Sheffield Brightside) 
| Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
| Hunt, Rowland 


Jetireys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 


| Kenyon, Hon. Geo.T.( Denbigh 


Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn. Col.W 
Kerr, John 
Keswick, William 


| Knowles, Sir Lees 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L W(Mile End) 

) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


| Leveson-Gower, Frederick, N S. 


Lockwood, Ligut.-Col. A. R. 


| Long, RtHnWalter (Bristol, S. 


Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 


| Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th 
| Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 


| Marks, Harry Hananel 

| Milvain, Thomas 

| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 

| Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 


Morpeth, Viscount 


NOES. 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) , 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J Keir (MerthyrTydvil) 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharp 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan, W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lough, Thomas 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 





Mitchell, Edw (Fermanagh, N. 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Percy, Ear! 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Ratty 
Walker, Col. William Han 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel] C. E. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wi'son, A. Stanley (York, E. R 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj.J Ev(Isle of Wight) 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Sullivan, Donal 
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Taylor, Theodore ©. (Radcliffe) | Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) | TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr. 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


Question put accordingly, “That the 


| Wills, Arthur Walters (N Dorset 
| Wilson, Fred W (Norfolk, Mid.) 


The Committee divided :--Ayes, 117 ; 


| O'Mara and Mr. MacVeagi. 


> 


word ‘borrow ’ stand part of the clause.” | Noes, 73 (Division List No. 233 ) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, RtHn Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William Z 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lora 

Balfour, Rt. Hn.AJ(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C.B (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGeraldW(Leeds) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
signold, Sir Arthur 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Soscawen, Arthur Griffith 
3rassey, Albert 

3rodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campell, J.H M (Dublin Univ.) 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJA(Worc.) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, 'T. L. (Down, North) 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Seott 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Rt HnAilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir RP(Invrn’ssB’ ghs) 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S. 

Boland, John 

srigy, John 

sright, Allan Heywood 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Devlin, Chas.Ramsay(Galway) 


AYES. 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edw. Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, J (Londonderry,South 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’r H’m’ts 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Mary.of(L/donderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, Sir Jas.(Staffords. N.W. 
Hope, J. F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt.Hn.Col.W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm/'th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W (Mile End) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 


Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 


| Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 


Long, Rt.Hn.Walter (Bristol,S 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 


NOES, 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 


Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Ellice, Capt. EC(SAndrw’sPghs 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn Herb. John 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 


| Helme, Norval Watson 
| Higham, John Sharp 


Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


| Kennedy, Vincent P (Cavan, W 
| Kilbride, Denis 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlingtcn) 


Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, VW.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Smith, Abel H (Hertford, Kast 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—NSir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lough, Thomas 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N. 
Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid. 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O‘Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
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O’ Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 


Consolidated Fund 


, Russell, T. W. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 
Rea, Russell 


Sullivan, Donal 


Roche, John (Galway, East) Whitley, J. H. 

Mr. CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER | 
claimed to move, “That the Question 
‘That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill’ be | 
now put.” | 


Question put, “That the Question 
‘That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill’ be 
now put.” 


While the House was being cleared. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said, we have been | 
discussing the first sub-section of this 
clause only. Do LT understand that you 
have actually accepted the closure on 
the other two sub-sections which have 
not even been approached by the Com- | 
mittee. 


Masor SEELY said that the Chairman 
had at an earlier period called on him to 
move an Amendment. That being so, 
was it not unusual to accept the closure 4 


{COMM DNS} 


| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) | Seely, MajJ El (IsleofWight) 
| Soares, Ernest J. 


| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Reddy, M. | White, Luke (York, E.R.) 


/name and hea 


(No. 2) Bul. (OL 
{ Williams Osmond (Merioneth) 


| Wills, Arthur Walters(N Dorset 
| Wilson, Fred. W (Norfolk, Mid. 


| TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr, 
Churchill and Mr. Har. 
court. 


(Halifax) 


Tur CHAIRMAN: I think the hon. 
Member’s memory js a little defective, 
What I said was that I considered the 
Amendment to be moved ina spirit of 
sarcasm or mockery. 


MaJor SEELY said that possibly that 
was what the Chairman intended to have 
said, but in point of fact he called his 
stood up to move the 
Amendment. 


Mr. LOUGH asked whether there was 
any necessity to move the closure a second 
tine. Was not one Motion 
sufhicient 2 


c.osure 
THe CHAIRMAN: No, if the hon. 
Member will read the rule. 


The Committee divided: 


7 . 
Noes, 73, 


-Aves, [16, 
(Division List No. 254) 





Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A. J.(Manch’r. 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn.GeraldW(Leeds) 

3anbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownagegree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.HnJA( Wore.) 
Chapman, Edward 
Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 


AYES. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Rt.HnAilwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv'rn’ssb’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, J.(Londonderry,South 
Gordon, MajEvans(TrH mlets) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marv.of( L’donderry) 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, Sir Jas. (Stafiords.N.W 
Hope, J.F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 


| Law, Andrew Ronar (Glasgow) 


Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 


Lawson, Hn.H.L.\W.( Mile End) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S 
Lockwood, Licut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,s.) 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestott) 
Lucas, Reginald J (Portsm’th 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Pease, Herb. P. (Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
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Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brown, G. M. (Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 


Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 


Doogan, P. C. 
Duffy, William J. 


Ellice, CaptEC.(SAndrw’sB'ghs 
Evans, Samuel 'T. (Glamorgan) 


Farrell, James Patrick 


Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Question put accordingly, “ That Clause 


2 stand part of the Bull.” 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt HnHugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt Hn. A.J. (Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt, C. 2( Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW(Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinek, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodriek, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell, JHM (Dublin Univ.) 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.HnJA.(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 
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Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


Tuff, Charles 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walker, Col. William Hall 


Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 


Warde, Colonel C. E. 


NOKS. 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Criffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharp 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Lough, Thomas 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, R. 
Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


Noes, 7i. 


AYES. 


Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Fectham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Rt Hn Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, SirR B(Inv’rn’ss_ }’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, J(Londonderry,South 
Gordon, Maj Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of (L’donderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, Sir Jas. (StaffordsN.W. 
Hope, J F(Sheftield, Brightside 


Hozier, Hn. James HenryCecil | 


Hunt, Rowland 





(No. 2) Bill. 906 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE Ayxs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
QO’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 

Pease, J. A. (SaffronWalden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Wills, ArthurWalters( N Dorset 
Wilson, Fred W.( Norfolk, Mid.) 


PELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Churchill and Major Seely. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 116; 
(Division List No, 255.) 


Jetfreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt Hn.Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col A. R. 
Long, Rt.HnWalter( Bristol, 8 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J (Portsm’th 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
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Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) | Rutherford, John (Lancashire) ; Tuke, Sir John Batty 


Percy, Ear] Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) | Walker, Col. William Hall 
Pierpoint, Robert Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | Walrond, RtHn Sir William H. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Pretyman, Ernest George Smith, Abel H. (Hertford,East | Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk | Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
Purvis, Robert Stanley, Rt.Hn. Lord (Lancs.) | Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R, 
Randles, John S. Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. Wylie, Alexander 
Reid, James (Greeneck) Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Ridley, 8. Forde Talbot Lord E. (Chichester) TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Royds, Clement Molyneux Tuff, Charles Viscount Valentia. 
NOES. 

Ainsworth, John Stirling Flavin, Michael Joseph | O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst | Gladstone, RtHnHerbert John | O'Connor, John (Ki«dare, N. 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) Griffith, Ellis J. O’ Dowd, John 
Boland, John | Hammond, Johr. | O' Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N. 
Brigg, John | Harcourt, Lewis O'Malley, Willian... 
Bright, Allan Heywood | Hardie, J Keir (MerthyrTydvii) O’Mara, James y» } + 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh | Helme, Norval Walton | Pease, J.A. (Saffron Walden 
Caldwell, James | Higham, John Sharp | Power, Patrick Josep’ 
Causton, Richard Knight | Jones, Leif (Appleby} ! Priestley, Arthur 
Channing, Francis Allston | Jordan, Jeremiah Reddy, M. 
Cheetham, John Frederick | Kennedy, Vincent P (Cavan,W | Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Cogan, Denis J. | Kilbride, Denis Russell, T. W. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph | Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapet) 
Crean, Eugene MacVeagh, Jeremiah Seely, MajJ.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Cremer, William Randal | M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) Soares, Ernest J. 
Cullinan, J. | M‘Crae, George Sullivan, Dona! % 7% 
Dalziel, James Henry | M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) White, Luke (York, E. 8.) 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway) | Markham, Arthur Basil Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. | Williams, Osmcud (Merioneth)) 
Doogan, P. C. | Moss, Samuel Wills, ArthurWalters(N. Dorset 
Duffy, William J. | Muldoon, John Wilson, Fred W(Norfolk, Mid.) 
Ellice, Capt EC(SAndrw’sB’ghs | Murphy John 
Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) Nannetti, Joseph P. TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr 
Farrell, James Patrick Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) Russell Rea and Mr 
Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E. | O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) Theodore Taylor. 

Clause 3 :— before the Committee at all if they were 


not to be allowed to move any Amend- 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That the c'’ause ments whatever. He submitted that the 
stand part of the Bill.” draiting of the Bill was a matter withi 
the competence of the House. 
Mr. SOARES said he desired to move 
the substitution of the word “shall” for Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 


the word ‘“ may.” , wd 
iets Walden) pointed out that only on Friday 


last several] hon. Members objected to the 

THe CHAIRMAN: The form of words Trustee Bill on the ground that “ may” 

in the clause is one which has been put had been inserted instead of “shall,” 

into nearly every Act of Parliament ard and it iwas only, when the Government 

is consecrated by long usage; I cannot agreed to alter the word that the 
allow the Amendment. objections were withdrawn. 


| 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he failed to) Tue CHATRMAN said he must not be 
understand why the measure was brought | taken as ruling that the substitution of 
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“shall” for “may” would never be in 
order. All he said was that he could not 
accept it on the present occasion. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said that, in view 
of the fact that the Committee had now 
taken five divisions on end, and that 
under the last ruling not even a drafting 
Amendment could be moved, he would 
ask leave to move to report Progress. 


Tue CHAIRMAN said he could not 
accept the Motion, 


Mr. CHURCHILL asked to be allowed 
to state his reasons for the Motion. 
Unless the proceedings were to degenerate 
into atest of physical strength merely, 
he suggested that a few words of argu- 
ment might occasionally be allowed to 
interrupt the procession through the 


lobbies, 


THe CHAIRMAN: The Question is 


that Clause 3 stand part of the Bill. 


Mi. CHURCHILL: Then you will not 


accept my Motion. 
THe CHAIRMAN: That is so. 


Mr CHURCHILL said it was not for 
him to comment upon the refusal of the 
Chair,but he deeply regretted the decision. 
He could not help thinking that the Op- 
position had been treated in a manner 
that would be used against hon, Members 
Opposite at no distant date. Members 
were allowed to criticise the wording of 
the clause, but they were not allowed to 


move Amendments to give effect to their 
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criticisms. He could not move to substi- 
tute “shall” for “may,” though h° 
m'ght show that ‘shall” 


much more appropriate than “may.” 


would be 


“Shall” was of an imperative nature, 
and was therefore muchmore in harmony 
with the manner in which the Bill had 
Then, 
too, the word “intituled” was more 
An Act 
/must be intituled something before it 





been forced through Committee. 


| usual than the word “cited.” 


| 

| could be cited. On this point he would 
| . . . . 

| appeal to the Prime Minister as aliterary 
| man—— 


Tut CHAIRMAN: Order, order, I 


| think the hon. Member is trifling 


with 


| the Committee. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said nothing was 


He asked where 


| farther from his desire. 
| was the Chancellor of the Exchequer who, 
/having imposed upon the House the 
| odious task of sitting up, had now gone 
| off somewhere to bed. A more discredi- 
| table example had never been set to a 
| Party. He regretted that the Prime 


| Minister, wh> had almost as much 


authority over the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer as the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Birmingham, had 
net thought it proper to retain the 
services of his chief financial adviser in 
the conduct of this Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place 
and claimed to move, “ That the Ques- 


tion be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be 





now put.” 
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Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, RtHnHugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt C.B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S§. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
3ignold, Sir Arthur 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

3rodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell, J.H.M. (DublinUniv 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 


Chamberlain, Rt HnJA(Worc.) | 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T.L. (Down, North) 
Davenport, Wm. Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Rt HnAilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, S. 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Pright, Allan Heywood 
Brown, George M. (Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J; 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 


Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway | M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Doogan, P. C 
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AYES, 


| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


| Finlay, SirRB(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. EdwardAlgernon 
| Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, J.(Londonderry, 8.) 
| Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’ mlets 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
| Hambro, Charles Eric 
| Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
| Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
| Heath, Sir Jas. (StaffordsNW. 
Hope, J F (Sheffield, Brightside) 
Hozier. Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jetireys, Rt.Hn Arthur Fred 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col.W 
Kerr, John 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Sir Lees 





Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) | 


Lawrence, Sir J (Monm’th) 
Lawson, Hn. H L W (Mile End) 
| Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 


Long, RtHn Walter( Bristol, 8.) | 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ(Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 


NOES, 


{ Duffy, William J. 
Ellice, Capt EC(SAndrw’sB’ ghs 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan | 


Farrell, James Patrick 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John 
| Harcourt, Lewis 
| Hardie, J Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
| Helme, Norval Watson 
| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Kennedy, Vincent P (Cavan, W 
| Kilbride, Denis 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 
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Morrell, George Herbert 


Mount, William Arthur 

Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
| Pease, Herb. Pike(Jarlington) 
| Percy, Earl 
| Pierpoint, Robert 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 

| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col Edward 
| Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, 8S. Forde 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W..(Liverpool) 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Smith, Abel H (Hertford, East) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M 
Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tutf, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walker, Col William Hall 
Walrond, Rt Hn Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 


| Morrison, James Archibald 


TELLERS FOR THE AyYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Mitchell, Edw (Fermanagh, N.) 

Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 
| Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
| O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
| O'Dowd, John 
| O’Kelly,Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Priestley, Arthur 
| Rea, Russell 
| Reddy, M. 
| Roche, John (Galway, 
| Russell, T. W. 


East) 
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Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj J.E.B. (Isleof Wight 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


Question put accordingly, “That the 
Clause stand part of the Bill. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 


Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO | 


Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Balearres, Lord 

3alfour, Rt.Hn. A J(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt Hn Gerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, SirFrederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Vhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell, JHM(Dublin Univ.) 
Carson, Rt.Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJA(Worce.) 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 

Coates, Edward Feetham 











Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H.A.E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

darry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 

Brown, George M (Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
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White, Luke (York, E. 
| Whitley, J.H. Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wiils, ArthurWalters(N Dorset 
Wilson, F. W. (Norfolk, Mid.) 


R.) 


Noes, 70. 


AYES. 


Finlay, Sir R.B(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. EdwardAlgernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj.Evans(T rH’ mlets 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marqof( L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, Sir Jas. (Statfords. NW 
Hope, J F (Shettield, Brightside 
Hozier, Hn. James HenryCecil 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col W 
Kerr, John 

Keswick William 

Knowles, Sir 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monmouth 
Lawson, Hn.H L W (Mile End) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt Hn Walter (Bristol, 8S 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 


Lees 


NOES. 


Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 

| Condon, Thomas Joseph 
| Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
| Cullinan, J. 

| Dalziel, James Henry 
| Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
| Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N. 
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| TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS—Mr. 


M‘Crae and Mr. Higham. 


The Committee divided : — Ayes, 115; 
(Division List No. 


237.) 


Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John 8. 

teid, James (Greenock) 
ridley, S. Forde 

tobertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
{utherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M 
Strutt, Hn. Chas. Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt Hn Sir William H 
Warde, Colonel C E. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 


AyEs—Sir 
Hood 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Alexander Acland - 
and Viscount Valentia. 


'Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Ellice, Capt E C(SAndrw’sBghs 
Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


| Gladstone. Rt.Hn HerbertJohn 
| Griffith, Ellis J. 


Hammond, John 
Harcourt, Lewis 
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Hardie, J Keir(MerthyrTydvil) | Muldoon, John 
Helme, Norval Watson | Murphy, John 
Higham, John Sharp 
Jones, Leit (Appleby) 
Jordan, Jeremiah | 
Kennedy, Vincent P (Cavan,W | 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah | 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George | O'Mara, James 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw.(Fermanagh, N 
Moss, Samuel 


O’ Dowd, John 


Rea, Russell 


Tae CHAIRMAN: The Question is 
that I report this Bill without Amend- 
ment to the House. 


Question proposed, ‘That the Chair- 
man do report the Bill, without Amend- 
ment, to the House.” 


Major SEELY said he had given 


notice to move a new clause, and: 
perhaps, if there was any question as to 
whether it was in order, he might be 


permitted to explain its purpose. 


THe CHAIRMAN said he did not 
think he could allow the hon, Member to 
make a speech on a ew clause which he 
He ruled 
the clause out of order, because he con- 
It 
was a defin'tion of the word “ person,” 
and stated “no one shall be deemed to 
be a person w'thin the meaning of this 


could not put to the House. 


sidered it a frivolous Amendment. 


Act unless he be a British subject.” 
That struck him as being put in a spirit 
of irony. Moreover, it was clearly not 
anew Clause, but ought to come as an 
addendum to Clause 2. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS, on a point of 
order, referred to the procedure laid 
down by the rules of the House with 
reference to new clauses. 


{COMMONS} 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 

| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N. 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
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| Reddy, M. 
| Roche, John (Galway, East) 
| Russell, T. W. 

Seely, Maj J E B(Isle of Wight) 
| Sullivan, Donal ; 
| Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) ng 
| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
| Wilson, Fred W. (Norfolk, Mid. 


Pease, J, A. (Saffron Walden) | TELLERS ror THE NoEs—Mr. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 


Soares and Mr. Wills. 


Tue CHAIRMAN said that that pro- 
cedure referred to Amendments that were 
in order, but he, having used his judg- 
ment to the best of his ability, had ruled 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
the Isle of Wight to be out of order. 


Mr. CHURCHILL under-toodtheruling 
of the Chair to refer only to the particular 
clause in question, and not in any way to 
impugn the right of Members to move 
new clauses to Consolidated Fund Bills. 


THE CHAIRMAMN: If the clauses are in 
order, of course they may be moved. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I mean that vour 
ruling is of a particular and not of a 


general character. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: My ruling is directed 
to the Question before me and nothing 
else. It is a particular and not a general 


| ruling. 


Mayor SEELY asked on what grounds 
a Motion to make the word “ person” 


apply to British subjects could be ruled 


‘out of order as frivolous. 


Tue CHAIRMAN said he held it to be 
_moved in a spirit of mockery, but he had 
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also said that even if that were not so it | 
oight to come as an Amendment to. 
Clause 2. | 
| 

Mr. CALDWELL pointed out that a | 
cefinition appropriately came as a new 
clause, aad in any case the matter could | 
not have been dealt with on Clause 2 be- 
cause that clause was closured. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: I 
(juestion to the House. 


will put the 
There must be 
an end to points of order at some time. 
The Question is that I report this Bill 
without Amendment to the House. 


Mr. CHURCHILE, on a point or order, 
said the Chairman had now given two 
reasons for ruling the Amendment out 
of order, viz., that it was frivolous, and 
that it was not moved in the proper | 


place. He submitted that those two, 
reasons could not be allowed to go 
together. 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: 


of the uproar on the other side. 


That was because 


Toe CHAIRMAN: 
there has been any misapprehension. I 


I am sorry if 


am only too glad to answer points of 
order. I am the servant of the Com- 
mittee, but questions of order have never 
been raised after the Question has been 


put the second time. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : 
stand that you will not rule on my point 


Then do I under- 
of order 2 


Tne CHAIRMAN: I do not like to 
set the precedent of allowing points of 
order to be raised after the Question has 
been put the second time. 


Mr. SOARES remarked that or 


the night when hon. Members from 
Ireland had difficulties with the Speaker 
at least three points of order were raised 


after the Question had been put a second 


| time. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Points of order 


must always be raised before the Question | 
is put the second time. 

Mr. CHURCHILL submitted, with | 
great respect, that he did raise the point | 
before the Question,was put a second 


time. 


Tue CHAIRMAN: Then I did not 


hear it. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.): 


Might I suggest that you should send 
| for the police 4 


The CHAIRMAN: Will hon. Members 
kindly proceed to the lobbies ? 


Question put, 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 113; 
Noes, 70, (Division List No. 233.) 


AYES. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell | Balfour, Rt,Hn A. J. (Manch’r) 

| Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Arnold-Forster, Rt Hn HughO. | Balfour, RtHnGeraldW(Leeds 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 


Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balcarres, Lord 


Banner, John 8. 


Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 


| Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
| Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
; Bignold, Sir Arthur 

| Bingham, Lord 

| Blundell, Colonel Henry 
| Bond, Edward 


Harmood- 
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Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell, JHM(Dublin Univ.) | 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 

» Fellowes, Rt HnAilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, SirRE(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hn. EdwardAlgernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH mlets 
Gray, Ernest (WestHam) 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 


Adjournment 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

3right, Allan Heywood 
Brown, George M (Edinburgh) 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 


Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | 


Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Ellice,Capt EC(SAndrw’s B’glis 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


{COMMONS} 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 


| Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords. N.W 
| Hope, JF (Sheftield, Brightside 
| Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 


Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn.Col W 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, Hn. H. L.W(Mile End 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lucas, Col Francis(Lowestoift) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn.-Alfred 
M‘kKillop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


.| Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
| Morpeth, Viscount 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 


NOES, 


tHnHerbert John 


Gladstone, 


| Griffith, Ellis J. 
| Hammond, John 


Harcourt, Lewis 
Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil 


| Helme, Norval Watson 
| Higham, John Sharp 
| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kenneay, VincentP (Cavan, W 


| Kilbride, Denis 

| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
| MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
| M‘Crae, George 

| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 


Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N 
Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth South) 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


of the House. 
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Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


'Randles, John S. 


Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Ridley, 8. Forde 


Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hn. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John} Patty 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. FE. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AyeEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.} 
O'Malley, William 

O‘Mara, James 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priest'ey, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Roche, John (Galway, East! 
Russel], T. W. 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel, 
Seely, Maj. JEB(Isle of Wight 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tayler, Thecdore C. (Radcliffe) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whit'ey, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merionei2 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk, Mid 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Mr- 
3arran and Mr. Wills. 


Bill to be read the third time this day. | out Question put, pursuant to the Stand- 


And, it being after One 
Mr. Speaker adjourned the 


| ing Order. 


of the clock, 
House with- | 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 


after Three o’clock a.m. 
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Mr. Speaker's 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 4th July, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have not been complied 
with :—Rathmines and Rathgar Exten- 
‘ion and Improvement. 


The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


Rathmines and Rathgar Extension and 
Improvement Bill. Examiners’ Certifi- 
cate of non-compliance with the Standing 
Orders referred to the Standing Orders 
Committee on Monday next. 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill; 
Woolwich Borough Council Bill; Skeg- 
ness Water Bill; Rhymney and Aber 
Vallevs Gas and Water Company Bill 
iu.t.], Bootle Corporation Bill ; Andover 
Lighting and Power Bill. Reported, 
with Amendments. 


Great Western Railway (Additional 
Powers) Bill. The King’s consent signi- 
tied; and Bill reported, with Amend- 


ments. 


Wemyss Dock Bill [u.L.]. Read 
(according to order), and committed, 
‘The Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection. 


Oa 


Hitchin and District Gas Bill. Read 
3‘, with the Amendments, and passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


Barrymore Estate Bill [H..]; Hythe 
Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Stepney Borough 
Council (Superannuation) Bill [1.1.]; 
University College, London (Transfer) 
Bill [H.u.J; Weaver Navigation Bill 
|H.L.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to. 


Seaham Gas Bill; Swansea Corpora- 
tion Bill. Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to. 


_ VOL. CXLVIII, [Fourru Serizs.] 
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South-Eastern and London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railways Bill [H.L.]. Re- 
turned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


Retirement Bill. 


London County Council (General 
Powers) Bill; North British Railway 
(General Powers) Bill, Great Northern 
Railway (Ireland) Bill; Rhondda Urban 
District Council Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; North- 
Eastern Railway Bill: North-Eastern 
Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill; Bolton 
Corporation Bill; Wemyss Dock Bill 
[H.L.]. Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the following Lords be 
proposed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills; (viz.), 

D. Northumberland (chairman), 

E. Fitzwilliam, 

E. Westmeath, 

E. Craven, 

L. Clinton ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
Tuesday next. at Eleven o’clock; and 
all petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying to 
be heard by counsel against the Bills to 
be heard as desired, as also counsel for 
the Bills. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 
1) Bill [u.t.]. House in Committee 
according to order). The Amendments 
proposed by the Select Committee made. 
Standing Committee negatived. The 
Report of Amendments to be received 
on Thursday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 5428. Netherlands (Curacoa) ; 

No. 3429. Mexico (Mexico). 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 

Mr. SPEAKER’S RETIREMENT BILL. 

Read 2" (according to order). Com- 
mittee negatived; and Bill to be read 


3* on Thursday next. 
| 


21 





The 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be 
considered on Thursday next in order to 
its being suspended for that day’s sitting. 
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THE VOLUNTEERS. 

*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I rise 
to ask the noble Earl the Under-Secretary 
of State for War a Question of which I 
have given him private notice relating 
to the Volunteer force. We have for a 
long time been anxious to know what 
His Majesty’s Government were going 
to propose with regard to the Volunteers. 
I admit at once that the information upon 
which I base my Question is taken from 
a newspaper this morning, but it seemed 
to bear evidence of authenticity, and, 
therefore. I thought it desirable, as this is 
a very important matter, that it should 
be cleared up at once. I, therefore, beg to 
ask the noble Earl whether a statement 
in the Daily Chronicle of July 4th is 
correct to the effect that, in future, in 
the Volunteer severe test of 
physical fitness is to be required; that 
an age limit of forty-five is fixed; that 
the commanding officer of each battalion 
is asked whether he thinks his command 
is in such a state as to justify disband- 
ment or amalgamation; also whether 
instructions have recently been issued 
to officers commanding Volunteer bal- 
talions to the above effect; and, if any 
such instructions have been issued, 
whether the noble Earl wil] present them 
to the House. 


force a 


*Toe UNDER-SECRETARY orSTATE 
ror WAR (The Earl of Donovau- 
MORE)* My Lords, J am very glad that 
the noble Earl should have taken such 
carly action in putting this Question, 
because it gives me an opportunity of 
explaining to your Lordships and to the 
public what is obviously a very serious 
misconception. The foundation, I think, 
for this report is a certain action which 
we have taken, and which is as follows. 
We have asked for information from 
general officers commanding districts 
as to how many Volunteers in their 
commands are fit for active service in 
the field, The conditions are defined in 
the circular which has been sent out. I 
do not think it will be necessary for me 
te read those conditions, because. in 
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answer to a later part of the Question, I 
am prepared to place this letter on the 
Table ; but we have asked, firstly, how 
many Volunteers in the commands are 
physically fit for active service in the 
field ; and, secondly, how many of those 
are first-class shots. We believe that is 
information which the Volunteers will 
gladly provide us with. It is obviously 
information which we should have to 
ask for the minute war broke out, and 
we think it only righé to try and get that 
information for ourselves in peace time, 
so that we may have it by us. It is 
obviously a very different thing from 
what the report in the paper states, that 
all units not fit for active service have 
ordered to be eliminated trom 
Volunteer battalions, that the test of 
physical fitness is to be equivalent to 
that possessed by men of nineteen, and 
that a new age limit of forty-five has been 
fixed. With regard to the age limit, I 
may mention that it is stated in this 
letter as one of the conditions of fitness 
for active service in the field, that a man 
should be below the age of forty-five, 
but that is a very different thing from 
imposing a limit of forty-five on all 
Volunteers throughout the country. 


heen 


The noble Lord then asks whether the 
commanding officer of each battalion has 
to state whether he finds his command in 
such a state as to justify disbandment or 
amalgamation, and whether instructions 
have recently been issued to officers 
commanding Volunteer battalions to that 
effect. The Answer is that that question 
is asked in this lecter to general officers 
commanding. It is a question we are 
obviously quite right in asking. The 
amalgamation of weak units in the 
Militia and Volunteer forces is not new. 
It very often leads to efficiency and 
economy, and we have simply asked for 
information on the point. We have not, 
as suggested in the report, taken action. 
The noble Earl also asks whether we 
can present any Papers to the House. 
This document is, of course, a confidential 
one—instructions issued in the ordinary 
course of business by the War Office— 
and one such as we issue very frequently 
in the administration ot the Army. I am 
sure the noble Earl will agree with me 
that it may very often be undesirable 
that a document issued confidentially 
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should be laid on the Table of the House. 
J am not prepared to admit that there is 
any obligation on us to lay documents 
when we think it inexpedient to do so, 
but I am prepared on this occasion to 
meet the noble Earl’s wishes, and I will 
see that the letter is circulated in the 
ordinary course. 


*EarL SPENCER: I beg to thank the 
noble Earl for the Answer he has given me, 
and for consenting on this occasion to lav 
this document on the Table. It 
satisfactory to know that the asking of 
these questions on the part of the War 
Office is not precursory to immediate 
action in the direction indicated. That 
is what the public were led to understand 
from the report in the newspaper to which 
[ have referred. It would have been a 
very serious matter, and I need hardly 
say that if that had been the intention 
of His Majesty’s Government it would 
have required strong action on the part of 
those who are interested in the Auxiliary 


IS 





Forces of the country. I do not wish to 
say any more at the present moment, 
but shall wait to see the Paper which the 
noble Earl has promised to present. 


THe Earn or DARTMOUTH: I 
should like to ask, with regard to the 
question of physical fitness, whether the 
general officers commanding are to give 
their own opinion, or whether there is to be 
a medical examination. 


*Toe Earn or DONOUGHMORE: 
I should say both. We have asked the 
officers for their opinion and we have 
asked them to obtain from the medical 
officers of the corps their opinion as well. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) (No, 2) BILL [H.1.}. 


{THIRD READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
read. 


be now read 


Moved, “That the Bill 





3a.”’—(Lord Ashbourne.) 
On Question, Bill read 3a. 


| Tae LORD CHANCELLOR © or 
| IRELAND (Lord AsHBourNE) explained | 
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that the Amendments which he had to 
move were placed on the Paper at the 
suggestion of the Incorporated Law 
Society of Ireland. The first Amend- 
ment enabled the council of the society 
to nominate one of their body in the 
event of the president not being able to 
attend; and the second Amendment 
made a modification which he thought 
was important. 


Amendments moved— 


“In page 2, to leave out Clause 5, and in- 
sert the following clauses :—‘ In Section twelve 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) 
(No. 2) Act, 1897, the words *‘‘ or such other 
member of the council of the society to be 
nominated for the purpose by the council”’ 
shall be inserted after the word ‘* Ireland.” 
‘In the Schedule to the Statute Law Revision 
Act, 1893, the words: “In Section seventy- 
two the words ‘ body or’ shall be substituted 
for the following words relating to the Irish 
Bankrupt and Insolvent Act, 1857, namely, 
“In Sections seventy-two to seventy-five the 
words ‘ body or’ and the said Act of 1893 shall 
be read and construed ‘as if the words“so sub- 
stituted had originally been enacted therein,’ ” 
—(Lord Ashheurne.) 


On Question, Amendments agreed to, 


and sent to the 


Bill passed, 


Commons. 


ADVERTISEMENTS REGULATION 
BILL [H.L.}. 


{THIRD READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Third Reading 


read. m 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 
3a.’’—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 
On Question, Bill read 3a. 
Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 


moved an Amendment to Sub-section 2 of 
Clause 2. This sub-section provided that 
any local authority might make by-laws 
for regulating, restricting, or preventing 
the exhibition of advertisements in such 
places and in such manner, or by such 
means, as to affect injuriously the amen- 
ities of a health or pleasure resort, public 
park, promenade, or to disfigure the 


natural beauty of a landscape. He 
moved to leave out the words, “ health 
or pleasure resort,’ and to insert, 


212 
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before the word “ promenade,” the 


word ‘ pleasure.” The object of the 
Amenimest was to limit the scope of 
tie measure, and it had been put down 
in the hope of conciliating some opposi- 
tion to the Bill, which was considered 
too drastic as it stood. Those pro- 
moting the Bill had agreed to this Amend- 
ment as a concession, with a view of 
obviating opposition in the House of 
Commons. The promoters, however, 
desired to make themselves secure from 
any charge of breach of faith by stating 
now that if that hope was falsitied 
they would, in a subsequent 
reintroduce the Bill in its present form. 


session, 


Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 2, page |, line i4, to ieave out 
the words ‘ nealth or pleasure resort,’ and after 
the word ‘ park’ to insert the word ‘ pleasure.’ ”’ 
—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Lorp HERRIES asked why the word 
“pleasure” was proposed to be inserted 
before “ promenade.” 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH 
replied that it was part of the bargain 
that had been made. He did not attach 
iinportance to it himself, and he was 
quite sure that the promoters of the 
Amendment did not attach so much 
importance to it as they did to the 
omission of the other words proposed 
to be left out; and if the noble Lord 
had any strong objection to the insertion 
of the word * pleasure” he would not 
press it. But on the whole he thought 
it would be better to let the Amendment 
pass as it stood on the Paper in the hope 
that it would conciliate opposition in 
the other House. 


Lorp HERRIES: What sort of a 


promenade is a pleasure promenade ! 


Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : 
IT can only answer that I suppose it is a 
promenade used for pleasure. That ques- 
tion must be one of fact to be decided as 
it arises. 

On Question, Amendment agreed to. 

Privilege Amendment agreed to. 

Lorp BALFOUR or 


BURLEIGH, 


in moving that the Bill do now pass, 


Lord La'four of Burleigh. 
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explained that the proviso to Clause 2 
was to the effect that a local authority, 
in making by-laws under the section, 
should provide for the exemption from 
the operation of such by-laws of any 
hoardings and similar structures in use 
for advertising purposes, and of any 
advertisements exhibited at the time 
of the making of the by-laws, for such 
period, not being less than twelve months, 
as they might think fit. For the sake of 
peace they would have been quite willing 
to increase that period, but Just as they 
were agreeing to that with one set of 
opponents another set stated that they 
would prefer no period at all. He was 
afraid that this matter, if it was to be 
settled, must be a matter of negotiation 
in another place ; and, therefore, he re- 
frained from suggesting to the House 
the making of any Amendment at the 
present time. 


Moved, “Tnat the Bill do now pass.” 
—(Lord Balfour of Burleigh.) 


Ou Question, Bill passed, and sent te 
the Commons. 


THE MILITIA. 

*TaHe Duke oF BEDFORD rose * To call 
attention to the present condition of 
the Militia; and to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for War if, in view of 
the large number of officers and men 
wanting to complete the establishment, 
His Majesty’s Government will consider 
the advisability of invoking the agsis- 
tance and using the agency of lords- 
lieutenant in the recruitment of men 
and the selection of persons suitable 
for recommendation to the Secretary of 
State for War for commissions as officers 
in the Militia.“© He said: My Lords, 
In calling attention to the present state 
of the Militia, I cannot do better than 
quote from the summary of the speech 
of the Secretary of State for War with 
regard to the reorganisation of the 
Army, presented to Parliament on July 
l4th last. That summary contained 
the statement that— 

‘“ During the last two years the falling off in 
the strength of the Militia has been as follows: 
Numbers wanting to complete establishment, 


January Ist, 1902, 21,148; January Ist, 1903, 
There is 
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no sign that the fall will be arrested. More- 
over, the Militia is undoubtedly deficient in 
quality a8 well as in quantity, and every year 
the rate of decay is likely to be accelerated, 
for a battalion which once loses prestige goes 
rapidly down hill.” 

The deficiency at present is 32,168 men, 
but what is still more serious and signifi- 
cant is the rapid decline in the number 
of officers. In 1903 there was a deficiency 
of 667, but at present there is a deficiency 
of 987 officers. 


Not many weeks ago a Bill passed your 
Lordships’ House entitled the Militia- 
men’s Service Bill. The object of the 
Bill is to enlist the Militia under the 
obligation for foreign service on embodi- 
ment, thereby carrying out the military 
policy expounded by the Committee of 
National Defence. ‘Ihat policy is based 
on the opinion of all naval authorities 
that the invasion of this country is an 
impossibility. Accepting the correctness 
of this opinion then it is unnecessary and 
wasteful to maintain a large and expen- 
sive force, ear-marked for service at 
home, where no active service can occur, 
whereas it is most necessary to maintain 
as large a force as possible enlisted for 
service abroad, where campaigns of great 
magnitude and many years duration are 
by no means so improbable as we could 
wish. 


[ would remind vour Lordships that 
in the Report of the Royal Commission 
on the South African War the opinion is 
expressed, that— 


“No military system would be satisfactory 


which does not contain powers of expansion out- 
side the limit of the Regular Forces of the 
nation.” 


His Majesty’s Government, by seeking 
to make the Militia, which is a force com- 
posed of men who are not professional 
soldiers, liable tor foreign service, are 
taking the first step towards extending 
the forces of the nation outside the limits 
of the Regular Army for the defence 
of the Empire abroad. I may add that 
I have only heard one feeling expressed 
among all ranks in the Militia as regards 
this Bill, that of anxiety to see it passed 
through the necessary stages and become 
law. 

We see, then, 1n the Militiamen’s Service 
Bill an attempt made to carry out not 
only the principles of the military policy 
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laid down by the Committee of National 
Defence, but also the recommendations 
made by the Commission appointed to 
inquire into the war in South Africa. 
But as things stand this attempt is fore- 
doomed to failure. Both officers and 
men are a vanishing quantity, and it is 
idle to expect that a national citizen 
Army can be recruited by the Depart- 
mental methods and purely military 
machinery of the War Office. The 
military authorities can train a national 
force. They cannot call it into existence. 
A national citizen Army can only be re- 
cruited by the nation. The principle 
of national recruiting is that the civilian 
authorities in the State accept the 
responsibility of finding officers and men 
and of handing them over to the military 
authorities to train. The Militia has 
been deprived of that assistance to 
which it was formerly entitled from 
civilian authorities in the matter of 
recruiting. The result is the deplorable 
and increasing failure to obtain officers 
and men, described by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War last year. 


The present recruiting staff for a 
Militia battalion consists of the adjutant, 
the sergeant-major, and eight or ten 
sergeants, members of the Militia Per- 
manent Staff. The adjutant is an officer, 
usually a young officer belonging to the 
Line. A Militia adjutancy is not a well- 
paid appointment, not nearly so well- 
paid as a Line adjutancy, although, of 
curse, the work of recruiting is of para- 
mount importance. The appointment 
is for a term of three years, too short a 
period to allow of any officer acquiring 
anything beyond a most elementary 
knowledge of his recruiting duties and of 
his district. At the end of three years 
he is recalled to the Line, and another 
officer is appointed, to be in turn re- 
moved before he has time to become 
efficient. Recruiting sergeants, however 
worthy in themselves, and many are 
most excellent men, have inherited 
traditions which make them objects of 
dislike and distrust to the parents and 
friends of those whom they seek to enlist 
in the Militia. For the working classes 
the recruiting staff of the Militia means 
nothing beyord the barracks. From the 
barracks they come, just a lot of soldier 
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men, to the barracks they return, and in 
the barracks those whom they take back 
‘with them find their perdition. Such 
is the unfortunate misconception which 
it is our duty and interest to remove. 
No recruiting agency could well be more 
feeble. None could well be more un- 
popular. It is ineffective because it is 
unsupported by any local influence, and 
appeals to none of the higher feelings of 
the people. It is disliked because it has 
inherited all the unpopular traditions 
which cling to recruiting for the Line. 
Cannot this futile and absurd recruiting 
agency be transformed into one of the 
most congenial and influential agencies 
in the country, and canont the unpopular 
traditions be removed ? 

In order to secure influence and that 
prestige, the loss of which is alluded to by 
the Secretary of State for War, I should 
place my hand at once on the represen- 
tative of the Sovereign in the county, 
namely, the lord-lieutenant. As your 
Lordships are aware, Militia regiments 
used to be entirely under the control 
of the lords-leutenant of counties. 
At this very moment all lords-leutenant 
and deputy-lieutenants owe their exist- 
ence to the old Militia laws. It is the 
lord-lieutenant who ought once again 
to become the authority charged with all 
recruiting operations for his county 
Militia. For reasons which I need not 
now go into, lord-lieutenants and 
deputyv-lieutenants were so completely 
severed from all duties connected with the 
Militia that they do not at present feel in 
& position to concern themselves actively 
with that force. 


When we come to the officer com- 
manding the Militia regiment, it cer- 
tainly does seem a little unreasonable 
of the War Office not to allow that 
officer to have control over the recruiting 
of his own regiment. But such is the 
case. He has no right at present to 
conduct recruiting work for his own 
regiment. The adjutant of the Militia 
battalion is for all recruiting purposes 
under the command of the Line field 
officer at the depot. This officer will 
in future be a major. He is of necessity 
without any shred of influence amongst 
the civilian population. The Militia 
commanding officer does not command 
his own recruits when assembled for 


The Duke of Bedford. 
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their preliminary drill. His position 
during the non-training period is alto- 
gether absurd and impossible. The offi- 
cer commanding the Militia regiment 
must be the link between the civilian 
authorities and the military recruiting 
staff. It would be his duty to inform 
the lord-heutenant of the progress of 
recruiting, and to confer with him about 
all matters connected with that work, 
For instance, if he should report that in 
certain districts recruiting is making no 
progress and is very unpopular then the 
lord-lieutenant might direct the deputy- 
lieutenants connected with the neighbour- 
hood to endeavour, by means of inter- 
views and meetings, to explain to the 
people of the locality the value of the 
Empire and the necessity for main- 
taining a national Army for its defence. 


At present in many districts where 
recruiting is unpopular, doors are 
slammed in the face of Militia recruiting 
sergeants, and they, for the sake of 
avoiding disturbance and unpleasant- 
ness, return to that district no more. 
The district is closed for recruiting. 
This is a frequent occurrence before 
which the military element 1s helpless. 
It is a case which can onlv be met by 
acquiring influence through educatione! 
processes carried out by the civilian 
and not by the military authorities. 
A visit from the lord-lieutenant to 
the Militia recruits when assembled 
for their preliminary drill would be 
very advantageous. I do not suggest 
that the lord-lieutenapt should appear 
in a military capacity, but that he should 
come giving his personal sanction and 
direct encouragement to the youthful 
patriotism of his county. I should 
myself like to see the preliminary drill 
of Militia recruits extended during the 
winter to the full legal limit, that is, 
six months. Employment is, we know, 
scarce in the winter, and the more 
young men and lads there are in barracks 
the more employment will there be for 
the older and married men at home. 
Six months of physical drill, together 
with sound discipline and healthy sur- 
roundings, would be of great moral and 
physical advantage to these lads in 
after life. 


There is no need to keep the recruits 
continuously away from their homes- 
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On the contrary, they should be encour- 
aged to go and even ve sent home from 
Saturday noon to Monday morning, 
and they should be sent home for a week 
both at Christmas and Easter. The 
object is that they should be constantly 
returning to their homes well-dressed 
and smart, with a few shillings in their 
pockets, and contented with their new 
life in barracks. I fear, however, that the 
barracks at a depot are but a gloomy 
place, and of a winter’s evening. when it 
is dark at four o'clock, cheerless, depress- 
ing, and comfortless in the extreme. 
Here is an opportunity for the lord- 
lieutenant, the deputy-lieutenants, and 
the county generally to come forward 
and show their appreciation of the 
recruits of their county regiment by 
organising entertainments to pass away 
the long winter evenings. The cost 
of military training and equipment should 
be provided by the State and not supple- 
mented by the money of civilians. But 
a cheerful recreation room for the barracks 
during the winter evenings, or a cricket 
ground at the county camp in summer are 
legitimate gifts by the county to its 
regiment, and would be matters within 
the discretion of the lord-lieutenant. 


I now come to the question of the 
supply of officers for the Militia, and 
that, with a deficiency of 987, is a serious 
problem. In this matter the — lord- 
lieutenant and the deputy-lieutenants 
could be of the greatest assistance. At 
present the only person interested in 
tinding officers for the Militia is the 
officer commanding the regiment. I find 
that the number of deputy-lieutenants 
in the United Kingdom in December, 
1904, was 3,700. My proposal is that 
it should be the duty of deputy-lieuten- 
ants to submit the names of persons 
eligible for the rank of subaltern in the 
Militia to their lord-lieutenant. The 
lords-lieutenant, assisted by the com- 
manding officers of Militia regiments, 
would then select names for submission 
to the Secretary of State for War. Thus 
if 3,700 deputy-lieutenants were called 
upon to supply 1,000 officers, every three 
deputy-lieutenants would have between 
them to find one candidate. Surely a 
group of three deputy-lieutenants could, 
from among their combined families, 
friends, relations, and connections, raise 
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|one desirable recruit officer for the 


Militia.” Society should co-operate and 
should close its doors to the idle man 
of leisure who does nothing for his 
country. The man who is deaf to 
patriotism should be dead to Society. 


The lord-lieutenant should have the 
necessary authority to summon together 
all his deputy-lieutenants for the purpos? 
of filling vacancies in the subaltern ranks 
of the Militia—I say “‘summon” ad- 
visedly, because it must be a command of 
the superior officer to attend on the 
business of the State. When the business 
in hand is the defence and the mainten- 
ance of the Empire there must be a com- 
mand. There must be no question of 
attending if agreeable, or preferring a 
social engagement because it is infinitely 
of more interest than any meeting to 
discuss military service. The clerk of 
the lieutenancy would keep a list of 
names recommended by each deputy- 
lieutenant, and in the event of a deputy- 
lieutenant failing for five consecutive 
years to recommend a possible candidate 
for a commission, never showing any 
interest in the Militia, and never helping 
in the recruitment of men, the 
lord-lieutenant should recommend the 
Secretary of State for War to remove 
such deputy-lieutenant from the list. A 
deputy-lieutenant is by his qualification 
a man of influence in his county. If he 
neglects to use that influence I submit 
to your Lordships that he should vacate 
his office to make way for someone bettec 
qualified to discharge his duty to his 
country. My Lords, without some such 
penalty there will be no real work, and 
it is real work which we require. The 
keynote to any form of national recruiting 
must be that it is the business of the 
nation, and, as such, takes precedence of 
all other duties, pleasures, and engage- 
ments. 


I apprehend that the noble Earl the 
Under-Secretary of State for War will 
take exception to my proposals on the 
score that national recruiting for the 
Militia will injure recruiting for the 
Regular Army. I do not admit that 
such would be the case. I do not 
for a moment suggest raising the pay of 
the Militia. That would certainly upset 
the balance all round. The Militiaman 


_ isa man who seeks to soldier by the month 
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except in time of war. He does not look | recruiting should be allowed to transfer 
upon himself, neither does he wish others to the Line. If national recruiting 


to look upon him, asa professional soldier. 
The Regular soldier soldiers all the year 
round and regards soldiering as his pro- 
fession. Some men who enlist into 
the Regular Army mean to make 
soldiering their profession. These men 
will not join the Militia. Some do not 
mean to stick to soldiering, but they 
fancy going abroad for a time and the 
shifting scenes of a soldier’s life. They 
will not go to the Militia. Some men 
enlist because they have got into scrapes 
and difficulties and wish to change their 
locality. His county Militia is the very 
last place to which a man who wishes to 
lose his identity will go. Some enlist 
because they are ‘“deadbeats” and 
cannot get on in any civilian profession. 
They will not go to the Militia, because 
they would have to remain civilians for 
the greater part of the year, which is 
exactly what they cannot afford to do. 
I, therefore, ask the noble Earl if he is 
aware of any large class of men who 
would be attracted to the Militia to the 
detriment of the Regular Army, owing 
to the influence of lords-lieutenant, 
deputy-lieutenants, and a system of 
national recruiting. 


It is, I believe, admitted that no 
matter how excellent our Regular Army 
may be, it is numerically so insignificant 
that it cannot of itself bring a lengthy 
campaign against a military Power to a 
successful issue. You cannot hope to 
make any impression on a nation in 
arms, and trained as a nation to arms, 
and numbering its trained forces by the 
million, by means of a few hundred 
thousand Regular soldiers. If follows, 
therefore, that in any great struggle it 
will be by our second and not by our first 
line that we shall stand or fall. The 
importance, then, of the second line 
cannot be over-estimated. I do not 
suggest for a moment sacrificing the 
first line in any way to the second. I 
see no difficulty in holding the balance 
equally between them. The Militia 
must look to the Line for its permanent 
staff, therefore the Militia must give 
recruits to the Line. At present a 
Militiaman enlists for six years. I 


suggest that ac the end of three years a 
Militiaman raised by national means of 


The Duke of Bedford. 


sorry to say 


increases, as I am sure it cannot fail to 
do, both the quality and the quantity of 
the Militia, there will be a far larger 
body and a far better body of men from 
whom transfers to the Line are likely, 
The man who had served three years in 
the Militia would not be a recruit. On 
the contrary, he would be ready for 
foreign service the moment he trans- 
ferred to the Line. Thus I believe that 


‘national recruiting for the Militia would 


be a benefit and not a detriment to the 
Line. 


Continental nations, my Lords, have 
learnt cruel lessons from the march of 
conquering armies through their native 
lands. From this calamity we have 
been saved, not by our superior patriot- 
ism but by our insular position. Thus 
we have never realised, as our Continen- 
tal neighbours have realised, in the bitter 
school of humiliation and subjection, 
that military training and organisation 
are the first and foremost duty of every 
citizen. Insular we are at home but 
Continental we have become abroad. 
Hence the necessity for the principal 
civilian authorities to come forward and 
take the lead in recruiting a national 
citizen Army fer the defence of the 
Empire all the world over. At present 
we have no such force. In whatever 
light His Majesty’s Government may 
view my suggestions, I am_ confident 
that they will agree with me on one 
point, namely, that a patriotic offer is 
worth all the sterile criticism in the 
world. I beg to ask the noble Earl the 
Under-Secretary of State for War the 
Question standing in my name. 


*TuE Marquess or GRANBY: My 
Lords, I rise to support the general pro- 
position which has been laid down by 
the noble Duke, and especially that part 
of it which more closely concerns the 
shortage of officers in the Militia service. 
I do so because it appears to me to be 
most necessary that some steps should 
be taken to counteract that short- 
age. One cannot deny for a moment 
that the present inducements to young 
men to join the Militia service as officers 
have proved conspicuous failures. I am 
that- at this moment 
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miltary service in this country is 
singularly unpopular among all classes, 
There is distinct disinc’ination through- 
out the country to join the service. 
Many reasons might be given for this 
unpopularitv. The pr:ncipal ones are, 
first. that there is a feeling of insecurity 
of tenure, that men do not know from 
day to day how they will be dealt with; 
and, secondly, that—as has been very 
well put forward in an article which 
appeared in a distinguished magazine 
within the last few months by a Member 
of vour Lordships’ House, who is himself 
a gallant soldier—while veung officers 
are expected to go through a great deal 
more training and to be more highly 
educated in military science, no further 


financial inducements have been offered | 
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to them to make the Army their pro- | 


fession for life. 
say that what is required of officers now 
ig not in every way desirable, but 
vou cannot expect young men to 
devote the best years of their lives to an 


they are adequately remunerated. 
may not be a very lofty view, but it has 


Ido not for a moment | 


That | 


| and, as an old Militia officer who now 
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at this moment certain Militia regiments 
which are commanded, and effectively 
commanded, by officers who, through on 
cause or another, live outside the county 
in which their regiments are situated. 
That is to say, from the end of 
one Milit’a training to the beginning 
of the next the colonel commanding 
the regiment has practically no satus in 
the county. That is an unfortunate 
occurrence, which cannot sometimes be 
avoided through there being no one in 
the county capable of commanting the 
Militia regiment; but if that officer were 


in close correspondence, with the 
lord -lizutenant, and the latter was 
able to deal more effectively with 


recommendations, he would greatly aid 
the colonel. I beg most cordially to sup- 
port the suggestion of the noble Duke, 
more especialy with regard to the re- 
cruiting of officers. 


*Lorp BLYTHSWOOD: My Lords, we 


u | are greatly indebted to the noble Duke 
arduous and dangerous profession unless | 


undoubtedly been the reason why many | 


voung men have not joined the service. 


[ hope the proposition of the noble | 


Duke that lords-lieutenant 
allowed to go back practically to the 
position they occupied before 1882 in 
respect to the procuring of officers for the 
Militia will receive favourable considera- 
tion from the noble Earl the Under 
Secretary. It may be said that one of 
the powers enjoyed before 1882 is, to a 
certain extent, still preserved to the lerd- 
jieutenant, who has the 


should be | 


right of | 


nomination to the lowest rank of Militia | 


officer if he sends in the notice within 
thirty days of the vacancy being 
announced. But a 
lords- heutenant have waived that 
the Act of 1882. I am sure that lords- 
lieutenant have only one wish—namely, 
to do all they can te help the Militia, 
which, as a matter of fact, thev are 
really compelled to do. If the lords- 
lieutenant are brought once again more 
actively into touch with the Militia 
regiments of their counties they will 
undoubtedly be able to afford much help 


to the officers commanding. There are 


large number of | 


for bringing this matter before the House, 


occupies the position of lord-leutenant 
of his county, I beg to thank him for 
doing so. I desire at the same time to 
say that I cordially support the views 
which he has expressed, Thirty vears ago, 
when I first joined my county Militia, the 
counties were in quite a different con- 
dition. The old county families are 
gradually disappearing, and those from 
whom we got recruits in those days are 
disappearing also. The Militia then was 
looked upon by the Volunteers as a differ- 


ent class. All this is changing. County 
government has completely changed. 
There are different authorities, and the 


municipal bodies, both in the counties 


_and boroughs, are of greater importance 





than they ever were before; and I feel 
quite sure that unless you are abie to en- 


CUTE] | list their co-operation in getting recruits, 
power in view of the genera] tenor of | 


both for the Volunteers and the Militia, 
you will find it utterly impossible to fill 
the ranks of the Reserve Forces. On the 
other hand, if you enlist their goodwill I 
believe you will have no difficulty in fill- 
ing those ranks. Some years ago I pre- 
pared papers on that very subject for 
circulation among a few friends. I ex- 
pressed the wish that the counties should 
be the recruiting areas, tbat they should 
be appraised as to the number of officers 
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of Militia that they should be able to sup- 
port, and that every quarter the numbers 
that the county was really giving should 
be published throughout the county. If 
that were done I think you would set upa 
rivalry between the different counties 
and a great deal of the difficulty in getting 
recruits would be cvercome. Of the men 
that you get to join the Reserve Forces 
there are always a certain number who 
will go into the Army. Increase your 
Reserve Forces and you will make 
it easier to get men for the Regular 
Army. I trust that His Majesty’s 
Government will see their way to broaden 
the basis and enlist the sympathies of all 
the authorities in the county in carrying 
out this great work. 


Lorp LOVAT: My Lords, I wish to 
claim vour Lordships’ attention while I 
say a few words with regard to the gravity 
of this question of the scarcity of officers. 
It is difficult to discuss the question of 
the shortage of Militia officers alone, 
because. since the Militia are being made 
liable for service abroad, the question 
becomes wrapped up in the other and 
greater question of the shortage of officers 
for the Army as a whole. I should like 
to ask the noble Earl the Under-Secretary 
of State for War what is the actual short- 


age of officers for the Militia when 
mobilised for service abroad. We have 
heard the figure of 1,000 quoted. The 


Militia is short of 1,000 officers at the 
present moment, but the question of in- 
efficiency is not taken into account. 


When the Militia becomes available for 
service abroad the object presumably for 
which they will be sent will be the defence 
of India. It would be criminal to send 
boys of seventeen, who, after all, comprise 
a large proportion of the junior officers in 
the Militia, to take part in a campaign 


in the North of India where enteric 


is so rife. In the same way, a 
large number of officers, from their 


positions in this country -- Cabinet 
Ministers and others — would certainly 
not be able to go out with their units, 
which would add considerably to the 
number of inefficients. Moreover, the 


Militia, if it is to be sent abroad, must 
go as a fighting force; it will have to 
have a staff as well as a service corps. 
There are no arrangements at the present 


Lord Blythswood. 
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moment for a staff or for the other re- 
quirements of the Militia on mobilisation, 
Then, again, a number of officers would 
be seized for the Regular Army. It is 
well known that, when a campaign takes 
place, from 300 to 400 junior officers are 
at once taken off for the Regular Army. 
It is all very well to argue that in the 
next campaign, because the Militia are 
liable for service abroad, the junior 
officers will not be snatched away for the 
use of the Regular Army, but is it 
probable that the young men who enter 
the Militia with a view of joining the 
Regular service can be kept back from 
entering that service when war breaks 
out ? Icontend thatit is not. That, again, 
will add considerably to your shortage of 
Militia officers. I would like to ask the 
noble Earl, the Under-Secretary, whether, 
when organised as a fighting machine, 
the Militia is not deficient in officers, not 
to the extent of 1,000, but to the extent 
of nearer 2.000. 


The important point, however, is how 
the authorities are going to make good 
this deficiency ? Where are the officers 
to come from when your Militia goes 
abroad? We learnt, from a reply given 
in another p'ace the other day, that 
the reserve of regular officers was 
2,000, while 50 per cent. of them were 
unfit. From the point of view of the 
Militia, the reserve of officers is almost 
entirely composed of o'd officers; but 
the shortage of the Militia is, as was 
brought out by the Norfolk Commission, 
in junior officers, and you are not likely 
to get these older officers to take positions 
as subalterns in the Militia. Is the 
supply likely to come through promotion 
to the Militia from the Volunteers ? 
There is already a shortage of 2,700 
officers in the Volunteers, and I suggest 
that many of the scandals and disgrace- 
ful surrenders in the South African War 
were due to the fact that many of the 
officers had been picked up anywhere 
and sent into the Army in the field. 
How can we guard against the junior 
officers in the Militia being taken and put 
into the Regular Army when war is 
declared? As we know, there are two 
classes of Militia officers—those who 
enter the Militia permanently and those 
who may be called birds of passage. 
Will it be fair to the birds of passage, 
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who wish to make the Army their 
profession and who only enter the 
Militia temporarily, to refuse to allow 
them to go intothe Regular Army in the 
event of war breaking out ? I think not. 


I would like to ask the noble Earl, 
Under-Secretary, 


the 
what the Government 
has done to remedy this crying 
deficiency. We have had this deticiency 
pointed out on many occasions. It was 
one of the greatest criticisms made by the 
Elgin Commission, and we next had our 
attention called to it by the Norfolk 
Commission, The deficiency has been 
alluded to by the noble Duke opposite 
on more than one occasion, and by Lord 
Heneage and other noble Lords on both 
sides of the House. What, I ask, has the 
Government done to remedy this alarm- 
ing deficiency in officers and staff? The 
deficiency, as has been pointed out 
by the noble Duke, is getting worse. 
and, though I am in hearty sympathy 
with the suggestion which the noble Duke 
has brought forward, I doubt whether 
lords-lieutenant can be induced to do 
more than has already been done to 
remedy the evil. I do not in any way 


{4 Juny 1905} 





wish to oppose the suggestion, because 
aby suggestion ought to be welcome, but | 
is it likely to be final im gettimg us an | 
additional 1,000 or 2,000 officers 2 
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Before I sit down I would like to express 
a pious wish that, before the end of the 
session sOme prominent military Peer 
will raise a debate on the subject of 
military officers as a whole. The officers 
engaged in the South African War 
suffered a great deal of blame throug) 
the inefficient officers, through the rub- 
bish, sent out to command the troops ; 
and in the event of war taking plac: 
again it seems to be probable that th> 
same worthless material will be given out 
to the Army. I may mention that me 
sent home as worthless as privates came 
out afterwards to command 10) men, 
whom they made even worse than they 
were themselves. 

Lords, 


in mys 


Kart ROBERTS: My 


| opinion there is a great deal in what th: 


noble Duke has urged, and I trust that 
his words will be carefully considered. 
It is some thirty years ago since the 
Militia was removed from the control of 
the lords-lieutenant and put under the 
War Office; and, looking at its present 
condition, I cannot say that any great 
improvement has taken place from that 
change. Not only is there a shortage of 
officers, but very many of them are not 
fit to go on service if asked to do so. 
Now that the Militia under the new 


| arrangement will be required to take a 


Tue Duke or BEDFORD: I was | 
rather suggesting increasing your agency 


by getting hold of the 3,700 deputy- 
lieutenants who at present are not active 


i getting recruits for the Militia. 


Lorp LOVAT: But, even with the 
assistance of deputy-leutenants as well 
as lords-lieutenant, are vou likely to pro- 
duce the thousands of officers necessary 
for the Militia and the Volunteers, and 
make up the deficiency of 400 which you 
have inthe Yeomanry? At any rate, I 
hope we shall be told by the noble Karl 
that an effort is being made to reduce 
this alarming deficiency, and that the 
House will not be informed by the Govern- 
ment that they are waiting for some 
scheme of defence, or that the blame is 
shifted from one party to another. We 
have been waiting for this scheme of de- 
fence for some years, and I trust that the 
Answer which will be given to-night will 
not be worked off on that particular line. 





portion of service in foreign countries, it 
is essential that the officers should be 
men who can take their place with the 
troops in foreign countries. I have great 


faith in the territorial system, and it 
answered admirably during the war. 


We saw then, when soldiers were sent 
home ill and wounded, how the families 
were taken care of by the counties; and 
I believe that if some arrangement is 
made, such as the noble Duke has 
sketched out, the Militia recruiting as to 
men and officers will be very much 
increased in value and in numbers. 


I feel strongly on this point because 
I have been accused of not saying 
very much in favour of the Militia regi- 
ments that came out to South Africa, and 
that I did not value the regiments nor 
the service to which they belonged.’ 
It caused me, however, the greatest 
anxiety when I saw regiments in the 
field who had come out with eight, nine, 
and ten officers only, instead of their full 





943 The 


complement, owing to the officers having 
been taken away frcm th> battalions to 
fill the vacancies caused by casualties or 
by the need created to fill up a number 
of staff appointments. We require not 
only that the Militia should be thoroughly 
officered in time of peace, but that there 
should be officers in the Militia and Army 
sufficient to fill up the vavancies that occur 
in troops mobilised to go on service as 
war proceeds. I hope, too, that before 
the end of the session the question will 
be raised in a specified form. In the 
meantime I commend the matter raised by 
the noble Duke to the earnest considera- 
tion of your Lordships, for it is of the 
most extreme importance to the efficiency 
of our Army that there should be not 
only officers to every unit, but a larger re- 
serve of officers even than your Lordships 
seem to have any idea of. We want a 
reserve of 5,000 officers. I hope to see 
some carefully-considered plan by which 
we shall be able to get the number of 
oiticers provided willing to take their 
places in the Army aiter they have hada 
certain amount of training. Unless this 
be done it is impossible for us to hope to 
go to war with any chance of being 
successful. One way of considering how 
our object can be attained is carefully to 
consider what the noble Duke has brouzht 
forward. 


THe Duke or NORTHUMBER- 
LAND: My Lords, I desire to say a few 
words on this subject as an old Militia 
officer who received his first commission 
from a lord-lieutenant. I anticipated, 
until I heard the remarks of the noble 
and gallant Field-Marshal who has just 
sat down, that the noble Earl who would 
reply on behalf of the Government 
would remind us how enormously the 
Militia had improved since the power 
was taken away from lords-lieutenant. 
It seems to me that there is a radical 
confusion of ideas in the minds of many 
persons between the functions of the 
«ivilian and the functions of the military 
in respect of this question. No doubt 
the moment the Militiaman is put into 
a uniform and has a rifle placed in his 
hands the soldier knows best how to deal 
with him. Isay that with some reserva- 
tion, because the fact that a man puts 
on a uniform and carries a rifle does not 


Earl Roberts. 
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wash out all his civilian instincts im- 
mediately, and I think that in some 
matters of internal economy the civilian 
officer of Militia understands the Militia- 
man better than the soldier; but in 
other respects, such as training, we admit 
at once that the civilian ought to step 
aside, 


As regards recruiting, however, civilians 
are better judges of how to brings in re- 
cruits than the military. The civilian 
knows their feelings and their prejudices, 
and can deal with them in a way which 
is absolutely impossible in the soldier. | 
remember being ordered over and over 
again, when I commanded a Militia 
regiment, to send recruiters to districts 
where [ knew it was impossible to get re- 
eruits. When I sent a reply to th’s 
effect I received this answer, “[t is a 
large district, and you have not got 
any Militiamen from it.” = In accord- 
ance with instructions I sen* men down, 
and the result was, as [ predicted, 
that we got nobody. I knew that 


in this district it was impossible to 
get a recruit, whilst in other dis- 
tricts recruits could be — obtained; 


but this was unknown to th» military 
authorities. It is perfectly true that in 
many respects the Militia has improved 
enormously since the days when the 
lord-heuteuant signed the commands, 
but it has not improved in the particular 
motters with which the lord-lieutenant 
then had to deal. Even in those days 
the deputy-lieutenants, to whom the 
noble Duke is looking for support now. 
did not take any part in getting officers. 


When we had a debate 01 this subject 
earlier in the session the noble Earl the 
Under-Secretary for War, answering the 
proposal that the lord - lieutentant 
should take a more active part in this 
matter than hitherto, said that that 
would possibly lead to competition in 
recruiting between the officer com- 
manding the district and the lord- 
lieutenant, and that nobody could want 
that. I confess I heard that statement 
with very great surprise. I could wish 
for nothing better. It seems to me that 
if vou had two persons responsible for 
recruiting for the Militia—the officer 
commanding the district and the lord- 


. | 
lievtenant—you would probably have a | 
| 
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competition between the two which 
would get you far more recruits than 
you could obtain in any other way ; and, 
although 1 admit that there may be 
something to be said on both sides, I 
was astonished that the noble Earl 
scouted the suggestion on that ground. 


945 


{4 JuLy 1905} 


If. however, the two systems are incom- | 


patible I should certainly give my vote in 
favour of the responsibility being thrown 


on the lord-lieutenant and the deputy- | 


lisutenants, and especially for the pur- 
pose of getting officers. 


Tuere is another matter which ought 
to be mentioned in this debate, because 
it has some bearing on the question 
whether the intervention of the lord- 
lieutenant would be useful in these 
I hardly know how to deal with 
it, because if | put a supposititious case 
I know that the answer will be * You 
can always put supposititious cases.” 
HI concrete Gase it would 
be improper, but I will give an instance, 


cases. 


gave a 


Militia. 946 
of appointing these officers the difficulty 
could never have arisen. The Militia of 
the county would have been his chief 
interest, and he would have seen that 
this officer was gazetted without delay. 
In fact, I do not know that it was even 
necessary under the power originally held 
for that to be done. I imagine that if 


the lord-lieutenant signed the com- 
mission it would empower the officer 
to act. But when I commanded a 


Militia regiment a good many years 
|ago the lord - lieutenant could not 
have interfered, and I should have 


gone as a commanding officer straight to 
the War Office. I should have asked to 
see the officer commanding the Auxiliary 
Forces, and should have laid the griev- 
ance before him; and from my experi- 
ence of the way in which I was received 
—and I «am afraid IT was very trouble- 


3:meto the War Office in those days— 


| I believe the grievance woull have been 


without mentioning names, of the sort of | 
thing which Is going on at the preset | 


time. About three weeks ago a lord- 


lieutenant was informed thit a second | 
lieutenant. who had lately resigned his | 


because he thought his 
private affairs would make it impossible 
for him to train in the Militia, had dis- 
covered after all that he could do his 
training and was anxious to go back to 
I may say that he was 


commission 


the regiment. 


| Ing. 


got over, and the whole thing seitled 
satisfactorily. 


But now what has happened? The 
officer commanding the regiment, as | 
understand, has no access to anybody 
except the local general officer command- 
That officer may or may not be 
interested in, or know much about the 
Militia, because it is by no means neces- 


| sary for an officer to be sognisant of the 


perfectly willing to go back as the junior | 


of his rank; there was no quest.on of 


his superseding anybody else or of com- | 


plications of any kind. He was a good 
officer, recommended hy his own com- 
manding officer and the lord-lioutenant, 
and the latter added a most urgent 


request that he should be gazetted as | 


quckiy as possible because the regiment 
was very short of officers and the train- 
ing was just about to tak: place. Three 
weeks have passed. 
begun. Nothing more has been heard 
upon the question. 


1 do not know what the experience of 
other lords-licutenant is, but my experi- 
that a lord-lieutenant recom- 
mends a gentleman for a commission 
and gets no acknowledgment whatever. 
Now what, I ask, is to be done in a case 
like the one to which I have referred ? 
li the lord-lieutenant had the authority 


ence is 


details of Militia service in order to be a 
very distinguished officer in the Army. 
The lord-lieutenant can do nothing. 
As far as I understand, he has no /ocus 
stand:, no right to intervene, and in this 
way your decentralisation, which sounded 


| very well on paper, has had this effect, 


that any friction in the machine is fixed 
there and cinnot be removed with that 
speed and facility with which it used to 
be. I have not one word to say against 
that kind of decentralisation which pre- 


The training has | 2's ® long corr:spondence with the 
le ning has | yw 
© framing 22% | War Office as to whether a man ovght 


to have received sixpence more or six- 
pence less of his pay, which used to go 
ou, but I do deprecate the present system, 
which seems to me to entirely preclude 
acces; to any of the higher authorities, 
either by the lord-lieutenant, by the 
officer commanding the regiment, or by 
anybody else. I have only brought 
this instance forward as showing the 
deadlock which there now seems to be 
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believe that the increasing of the 
authority of lords-lieutenant over the 
appointment of officers would give them 
more interest in the Militia, would 
co much to improve that force, and, if 
extended to the Volunteer force, to im- 
prove the whole of the Auxillary Forces. 


THe Duke or RICHMOND: My 
Lords, I had no intention of addressing 
your Lordships on this subject, but, as I 
hive been piompted to co so, I trust 
that you will extend to me 


{LORDS} 





that: | 


consideration which is invailably given to | 
| fortunate than a good many others when 


those who address vour Lordships for the 
first time, The whole of the Militia 
force will be grat-ful to the noble Duke 
behind me for havi ing brought this matter 
before the attention of your Lordships. 


1 must say I am _ not altogether 
enamoured of the wey im which he 


suggests that his proposal for increasing 
the number of officers and men in the 
Militia should be carred out. I think the 
proposal to import the lord-leutenant 
and the deputy - lieutenants into the 
recruiting service bristles with difficulties, 
nor can | agree with the noble Duke w ho 


spoke last that to set up competition | 


between the command.ng officer of the 
regimental distr:et and the — lord- 
cutenant of the county 
good thing for recruiting. I am afraid 
that, on the contrary, it would bring 
riatters to a deadlock at once. 
M litia were enlisted under the 
conditions of a more or less civilian force, 
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at this moment in order to increase the 
numbers, it would cause such a disloca- 
tion in the whole of the civil conditions 
of the country that some other system 
would have to be adopted at once. | 
agree with a great deal that fell from 
the noble Lord opposite, Lord Lovat, 
more especially with regard to the scarcity 
of officers and the material which was 
put forward during the South African 
War to fill up vacancies. It is somewhat 
invidious to bring personal experience 
to bear, but in this case I think your 
Lordships will excuse me if I make a 
personal allusion, I was rather more 


I took my regiment to South Africa, 
because we had gone through a term of 
embodiment and had become more 


or 
less effective; but there were many 
regiments sent to South Africa almost 


‘Immediately on embodiment, which had 


not the advantage of that thorough 
mil'tary training which those who re 
mained a longer time in this country 


before going out were able to be put 


‘through. Some of these regiments wer 
in no more effective condition for being 
| put into the fighting line than a Militia 


/ mobilisation. 


regiment would be to-day immediately on 
which 


nt 


That is a point 


| will have to be considered. 


would be a/| 


| which that shortage can be 


If the | 
old | 


I think something might be done in the | 


way suggested by the noble Duke. But. 
since the recent Bill, which passed 
through your Lordships’ House about 


a toy to play with, 
| bears a very near relation to the safety 


two months ago, throwing on them the | ‘ : \ 
| Lordships to consider is that the country 


liability to foreign service on embodiment, 


the Militia force has become practically | 


an integral part of the Army ; and, speak- 
ing as anold Militia officer of 
years standing, [am proud to think that 


we are looked upon as part of the effec- | 


tive Army of this country. 


Those who have taken any intcrest in 
the Militia must have seen with extreme 
regret the deficiency now existing In men 
and officers. My noble friend below me 
(the Earl of Wemyss) has a panacea for 
tle-e defects; but if any attempt were 


made to put the Militia ballot in force 


The Duke of Northumberland, 


many | 


| War Office. 


| can be relied upon in time of need. 





It is all very well to talk about the short- 
age of officers and men and the means by 
made up, but 
I would point out that not only must 
the men be got but they must be 
put through such a training as would tit 
them to take their place in the fighting 
line. This question of efficiency is no 
It isa matter which 


of the country; and what I want vour 


has to be provided with a fo:ce which 
Itis 
no part of my business to defend the 
1 am well aware that it has 
been brought home more closely to 
Militia officers than to others that the 
shortcomings of the War Office are great. 
We feel it in the Militia service more 
espec ally, but I think the complaint 
made by the Duke of Northumberland 
with regard to the difficulty found in 
getting a young officer appointed to a 
certain regiment might have been over- 
come by a little arrangeme..t. Almost 
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the same thing has happened not infre- | great many of the theories of the noble 
quently to me, and if the commanding | Duke I, of course, must most cordially 
officer had gone to the officer who repre- | agre>, though I cannot help seeing diffi- 








sents the Militia at the War Office—— 


Tue Duke or NORTHUMBER- | 
LAND : May I remind the noble Duke 
that he is not allowed to do so now by 
the regulations ? 


Tue Duke or RICHMOND: I think 
my noble friend is wrong. If the officer 


commanding the regiment had gone to 


the officer who represents the Militia at 
the War Office and told him that the 
officer’s name had been sent in and that 
it was desirable he should be gazetted as 
soon as possible, that would have been 
done. It has, as I have said, happened 
to me over and over again, and [ have 
always found that no obstacle has been 
placed in my way by the War Office. 


Tue Duxe or NORTHUMBER- 
LAND: May I ask the nobl»x Duke if it 
has recently happ ned to him? 


Tue Duke or RICHMOND :'T am 
Lot able at this moment to state the last 
time it occurred, but I have never had 
any difficulty in regard to the matter. 
There is nothing to prevent an officer ap- 
proaching the War Office on a question 
of that kind. This subject of Militia 
service 1s one which appeals so much to 
me after the many years I have spent 
in that force that my anxiety t» see it 
in the condition in which it ought to be 
is my excuse for having addressed your 
Lordships this evening. 


*Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE) 


ror WAR (The Earl of DonouGHMoRE): 
My Lords, I do not think it will be neces- 
sary forme to detain your Lordships at any 
great length in answering the interesting 
speech of the noble Duke and the com- 
ents upon what he said which followed. 
Tie noble Duke outlined his scheme in a 
speech earlier in the session, and I stated 
then very briefly what I thought were | 
some of the objections to it. He now 
brings forward his scheme in greater | 
detail, and in the Notice which he has | 
pliced on the Paper he asks if we will | 
| 
| 


consider what he says. I need not say 
that we shall be most happy to consider | 
the subject in all its bearings. With a 





cult-es in putting some of those theories 
into practice, 


Before I refer more closely to the 
matters brought forward by the noble 
Duke, I would like to reply to some of 
the criticisms advanced by subsequent 
speakers in the course of the debate. 
The noble Marquess below the gangway, 
Lord Granby, commented on the shortness 
of officers, not only in the Militia, but 
also in the Regular Army, and he put 
forward certiin reasons which, in his 
opinion, account for what he called the 
disinclination throughout the country 
to join the Army. The main reason he 
described, in what was to me somewhat 
veiled language, as insecurity of tenure, 
[wish that the noble Marquess had ex- 
panded h's views on that subject in the 
same Way as he did on the second point 
he mentioned. It is well within your 
Lordships’ recollection that my right hon. 
friend the Secretary of State for War has 
repeatedly shown that in the forefront 
ofjhis mind there exists a belief that it 
will be necessary in the very early future 
to increase considerably the number of 
Officers in the Army; and I am not able 
to see, in view of that definite statement 
by the Minister whe is responsible to 
Parliament and to the nation for the 
Army, how any officer inthe Army at the 
present moment can feel insecure in his 
tenure of his commission. 


The noble Marquess also put forward 
the view that officers are not sufficiently 
paid. I admit that the pay is low; but 
we must not forget that the supply is 
still considerably in excess of the demand 
except in one particular branch of the 
service—the cavalry. I have not got 
the figures with me; I did not know that 
this point would have been raised or I 
should certainly have had them; but 1 
am aware that at the last examination 
the number of gentlemen who passed the 
standard qualifying for admission to 
Sandhurst was considerably in excess of 
the number we were able to accept 
owing to the accommodativi at Sand- 
hurst. We hope very shortly to largely 
increase the accommodation there, and 
that increase wi!l, obviously, considerably 
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help us in combating the deficiency to 
which the noble Marquess referred. 
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{ come now to the remarks of my noble 
fri nd Lord Lovat. The noble Lord 
asked for particulars as to the deficiency 
of officers if the Militia were mobilised for 
war now ; and, going further into detail, 
he said that though we were about 
1,000 officers deficient at the present 


moment, we should, owing to the want | 


{LORDS} 
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before us by the noble Lord himself. ] 
think it is ra:her unreasonable, when we 
have had this scheme in our hands fora 
few weeks and are gladly going into 
it in great detail, to be asked this 
Question, and to be told that the ques- 
tioner did not wish to hear any nonsense 
about the matter being under consider- 
ation. 








I do not in the least depreciate the 


of a service corps and an_ ordnance | importance of this question of officers for 


department, be 2,000 deficient 
the Militia were mobilised now. 
I may say so, [ think the problem 
should be looked at rather differently. 
When the Militia is mobilised for war it 
is not mobilised separately from the 
whole Army. It does not have its ser- 
Vice corps and ordnance department 
separate f0 itself. 


as to the number deficient on 
mobilisation scheme for the whole Army. 


Lorp LOVAT: Are vou not short for 
the Army now if it were mobilised ? 


*THe Eart oF DONOUGHMORE: I 
quite admit that we are deficient; but 


the nobie Lord has asked me a very com- | 
plicated Question as regards mobilisation | 


for the whole Army, the figures of which 


I therefore think the | 
noble Lord should have asked for figures | 
any | 


Jdo not think it is quite reasonable to | 


expect me to have 
afternoon when I 
Question with reference to the condition 
of the Militia. I shall be glad to ascer- 
tain what the figures are. but I cannot 
promise to give them to the noble Lord, 
for I do not know that it would be advis- 


able that they should be published. If Tam | 


permitted to do so, I will be verv glad to 
let the noble Lord have them. The noble 
Lord asked where the officers required are 
coming from in the future. He asked 
the Question straight out, and then he 
sud, in substance, though in more formal 
language—* Do 
nonsense about considering a scheme ; 
but let us know definitely where 
these officers for the 


Auxiliary 
Forces are to come from.” I was amazed 


at that statement, and I think your 

Lordship will be amazed, too, when I 

tell you that we are at this moment 

inquiring into a most detailed and com- 

plicated scheme which has been put 
The Earl of Donoughmore. 


in my pocket on an | 
am to be asked a) 


if | the Auxiliary Forces. I am most grate- 
If | ful to the noble Lord for the suggestion 


'hehas given us. There are other schemes 
of a similar nature which are at present 
/ being worked out in detail at the War 
Office, and amongst these naturally 
would be the remedy which has been 
suggested to us this evening by the noble 
Duke who initiated this discussion. But, 
as regards this particular one, I am not 
entirely convinced that it will prove the 
final solution of the problem. As_ has 
‘been said, lords-lieutenant already 
‘have power to nominate candida‘es for 
‘the Militia, and it is difficult to see 
-exactly how their activities are to be 
‘considerably extended. They have no 
| staff forthe purpose. They have certainly 
not the facilities, in spite of what has 
been said, that a colonel of a regiment 
has—a colonel who, in every case we can 
manage it, is a county man and always 
should be a county man. 


Difficulties suggest themselves on every 
side. One of the difficulties with which 
the Militia has to contend has been 
referred to to-night by the noble Lord 
behind me, Lord Blythswood the 
| paucity of young country gentlemen in 
many of the counties of England. Your 
Lordships will remember that last year 
my noble friend Lord Raglan, putting it 
rather bluntly, stated that as we have 
been legislating the landed class out of 
existence for miny years, we could not 


| 
}expect them to come forw rd now to 


not let us hear any | 


officer our Auxiliary Forces, because 
they did vot exist. I confess, 
therefore, that Iam not sanguine that 
lord-lieutenants, if they had — the 
machinery, could, as regards officers, help 
us very much more than they do now. 
Still, as I have said, I would be most 
reluctant to refuse to inquire into the 
question. I should think that it is in 
regard to officers far more than in regard 
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to men that we can look for assistance in 
this direction. As regards the men, I 
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| and the Militia recruit from a different 
| class. 


entirely agree with the noble Duke who | 


initiated this discussion that the more we | 


can increase local interest, not only in 
tne Militia, but in the whole of the 
military forces of the Crown, the easier 
must the recruiting problem become. So 
far I can agree with him in the generality. 


At the same time it is difficult to follow | 


him in the particular remedy which I 
understand he now advocates—namely, 
that recruiting for the Militia should be 
organised underthe lord-lieutenant and 
entirely separated from recruiting for the 
Regular Army under the direction of the 
War Office. 


And here I would turn to the point 
raised by the noble Duke, the Duke of 
Northumberland, with regard to what I 
said on a former occasion as to the danger 
of competition between the lord-lieu- 
tenant of a county and the officer com- 
manding the district. The noble Duke 
thinks that nothing could be better than 
competition; that having the lord-lieu- 
tenant on one side and the commanding 
officer of the district on the other, both 
recruiting for the Militia, is bound to lead 
to the most favourable results. I am 
afraid that I did not make myself clear 
to the noble Duke. What [ objected to 
was the prospect of having the lord- 
lieutenant recruiting on one side for the 
Militia and the commanding officer of 
the regimental district recruiting on the 
other side forthe Line. If I remember 


rightly I used the phrase “ pull 
devil, pull baker,’ as _ illustrating 


the condition of affairs which I thought 
must inevitably ensue, and I still feel 


very strongly the cbjection I then 
raised. The noble Duke who called 


attention to this subject to-night dis 
counts that objection. He says the 
Militiamen and the men going into the 
Line are a different class, and that rivalry 
between them is, therefore, not to be 
feared. I wish I covld agree that the 
Militia and the Line recruits were of a 
different class. We know that last year 
in the General Annual Report of the 
British Army it was shown that just 
wider 15,000 men went on from the 
Militia into the Line. I cannot imagine 
a more convincing or damaging fact than 
that as against the theory that the Line 

VOL. CXLVIII. [Fourrn Sertes.] 


Your Lordships will also remember a 
speech delivered last year by a noble Lord 
who I regret is not in his place to-night, 
Lord Harris, in which he laid particular 
stress upon the fact that he regarded the 
Militia a feeder for the Line—a 
further justification for my saying 
now that Militiamen are regirded as 
coming from a separate class from the 
Line. I think it is a pity. I wish the 
Militia did consist of a different class 
and did not compete for recruits with the 
Line; but, convinced as I am that the 
| Militia and the Line do draw men from 
the same classes in the community, I 
cannot but feel very nervous as to the 
result of any experiment laying us open 
to the danger, if competition should be 
s¢t up, that one branch of His Majesty’s 
forces should do harm to another. 
Whatever remedy we find, it is useless 
to suggest that remedy if there is danger 
of its simply improving one branch by 
doing harm to the other. The noble Duke 
will recognise that at the present moment 
the Militia permanent staff is looked to at 
non-training periods to act to a large ex- 
tent as recruiting sergeants for the Line; 
and the carrying out of his suggestion 
would involve a considerable change, 
therefore, not only in the recruiting 
arrangements for the Militia itself, but for 
the whole of His Mijesty’s forces. 


as 


I do not wish to appear a carping 
critic, but simply to point out to the 
noble Duke that there are difficulties in 
the way, and that we cannot rush 
quickly into the remedy that he suggests. 
I can only repeat that I shall be most 
happy to ask my colleages at the War 
Oflice, who go more into detail on these 
questions than I do, to work out the 
whole of his scheme and consider it in all 
its bearings. I would like to mention 
one fact which may be of interest to 
your Lordships. Perhaps rather justly, 
one or two of the speeches this after- 
noon, though not impatient in tone, have 
had a little impatience underlying them 
at the apparent lack of rapidity of 
progress. Your Lordships, I am sure, 
will not be impatient. ‘This is a matter 
which must be approached cautiously. 
| Everybody is in favour of reform, but 
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most people are opposed to any particu- | 
lar reform, and everybody is opposed | 
The | 


to being reformed themselves, 
lines which we would like to follow— 
the lines recommended by the Nor- 
folk Commission which reported last 
year—all involve expense, and until 
money comes along we are unable to 
carry out such recommendations as that 


the Militia should train for six months on | 


enlistment and at least six weeks during 
subsequent years; that commanding 
officers should form part of the permanent 
staff, and that there should be organisa- 
tion in brigades and divisions, and so 
forth. 


I have already explained how we hepe 
to obtain money to carry out some of 
these things, but there is another necessity 
which has been referred to this afternoon 
—the necessity for organising the 
Auxiliary Forces at home for the 
purposes of war. I am glad to say that 
considerable progress has lately been 
made in formulating proposals in this 
direction. It would not be expedient for 
me now to explain the details, but I may 
perhaps be allowed to state to your 
Lordships that from papers which have 
been before me during the last few days 
I am able to sav with confidence that I 
believe considerable progress has been 


made in formulating proposals in 
this very important direction. Natur- 


ally matters have been facilitated by 
the work of the Defence Committee, 
and [have every hope that before very 
long we shall be able to finish and settle 
finally such a scheme of organisation as 
that to which I am now referring, which 
must effect a considerable improvement 
in the general efficiency of the Auxiliary 
Forces of the Crown. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I rise 
with some diffidence to speak on this 
subject after what we have heard from 
so many noble Lords who themselves 
command or have commanded Militia 
regiments and have had great experience 
‘in regard to them, At the same time 
[ feel that I have perhaps some little 
claim to say something on these 
matters, as I have been for a con- 
siderable time one of the Sovereign’s 
lords-lieutenants. The subject we 
have before us to-night and the 


The Earl of Donoughmore. 
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topics that have been _ referred 
to rarge over a very wide area. I will 





say a few words with regard to the 
difficulties that now exist, and which 
were put forward exceedingly well by the 
noble Marquess who spoke second. The 
noble Marquess referred to what he 
called insecurity of tenure as one of the 
reasons of the unpopularity of the Militia 
at this moment. The noble Earl the 
Under-Secretary for War criticised that 
expression, but I interpret it in this 
way—tbat those who are now proposing 
to enter the Militia have really no idea 
what kind of Militia they are entering, or 
what changes will be made in it. A short 
time ago a measure was passed through 
this Eouse altering fundamentally, as I 
conceived, the position of the Militia. 
Some noble Lords held one view and some 
another, but I confess myself that I had 
very grave doubt, not only whether it was 
right and expedient to alter the funda- 
mental character of the Militia, but also 
whether the doing of that might not 
make the Militia more unpopular, and 
make it much more difficult to secure 
officers and men for that force. 


The noble Earl who has just sat down 
complains that there is impatience about 
the plans of His Majesty’s Government. 
I do not really know whether I ought to 
say the plans of the Secretary of State 
for War or the plans of the Defence 
Committee. I have always felt that 
there was a considerable danger in the 
creation of a Committee which would 
take off some of the serious responsibility 
which always used to rest on the Secre- 
tary of State for War, who was really 
responsible to Parliament for all that 
was done with regard to the Army. I 
will touch on the point with regard 
to officers first. [I could not quite 
follow all the arguments of the noble 
Karl the Under -Secretary with regard 
to the want of officers. At one 
moment he said there was no real want 
of officers for the Army generally, and 
that lately there were more applicants 
to go to Sandhurst than they could 
accommodate there, and yet in another 
part of his speech he rather admitted 
that Lord Lovat was right in saying that 
if there were a mobilisation there would 
be a great dearth of officers. I do not 

| understand the position of the noble 
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Earl, and I would venture to say that 
anybody who has had anything to do with 
young men wisbing to enter the Army as 
officers knows that there are an enormous 
number of applicants for commissions. 
One young man who was nearly related 
to myself was seeking to be an officer, 
and on the two occasions that he went up 
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devote themselves for a much longer time 
to the service. Though you may say 
that they are drawn from the same class 
they have different ideas, and they ought 
certainly, if possible, to have their 
Separate views in this matter kept in 
mind, and those who intend to serve in 
the Militia while following their profession 





there were between 60) and 800 candi- | 
dates with only a limited number of | 
vacancies at Sandhurst. Why is this? | 
We see an enormous number of men 
seeking to be officers, and a great number | 
rejected. 
this great deficiency ? 


Is it not the fact that it is after men | 


have entered the Army that the great | 
falling off occurs? And thus there are 
an enormous number of resignations of | 
officers. That is a very serious matter | 
indeed, and I should like very much if | 
some time or another a member of His | ® 
Majesty’s Government would explain 
the reason. I sometimes think that, 
though it is most desirable and important 
to make the officers of the Army as 
efficient as possible, the regulations, both 
with regard to officers of the Regular 
Army and officers and men of the Militia 
and other Auxiliary Forces, are driven too | 
hard, that the authorities forget that | 
these are all officers voluntarily, and | 
that they make the conditions for young | 
officers so hard now that you cannot | 
get them to remain in the service. I 
think that in some way or other this 
should be modified. Men entering the 
Militia are also uncertain as to what will | 
happen to them. The late Act of Parlia- | 
ment may have a very considerable effect 
in checking entry. 


~ With regard to what the noble Ear! 
said just now upon the question whether 
the Militia are drawn from a different | 
class from those who enlist for the Line, 
I think it is the case that the men who 
enlist in the Militia and those who enlist 
in the Line come from the same class, 
but they are men who have different 
intentions as to what they will do in the 
world. Those who enter the Militia are | 
men who do not want to give up their 
Whole time to soldiering. They want to 
do patriotic service and enter the Militia 
While working in some profession or 
trade. Those who enter the Regular 
Army, on the other hand, are ready to 





Why, then, is it that there is | 


‘of the reasons why 


|under Mr. 


or trade ought not to be driven out of 
their course by too onerous duties being 
imposed on them during training. I 


| believe that a great deal of the falling off 


in the numbers who enlist for the Militia 
has been caused by bringing the Militia 
|10r training too often to places at a 
distance from their own homes. I am 
| happy to think that in my own county 
that has now been changed. In my 
ounty last year, for the first time in 
five years, the Militia trained in North- 

ampton, and at this moment the Militia 
are under canvas close to my park train- 
ing for the first time in the rural part of 
the county. This is a system which 
it is exceedingly desirable should be 
extended. 


I have stated what I think are some 
enlistment for the 
Militia has so considerably fallen off. I 
now come to the proposal which has 
| been submitted by the noble Duke 
| opposite. He proposes not merely to go 
| back to the old system of giving authority 
to the lord-leutenant to enlist for the 
Militia, but to go a great deal further. I 
do not speak from experience, because [ 
was appointed just after the change was 
made in 1872 or 1873, it was made 
Cardwell; but I think the 
noble Duke will rot contradict me when 
I say that before the change was made, 
though the Militia were under lords- 
lieutenant, the lords-lieutenant, so far 
as I know, never did anything in regard 
to recruiting. They did everything in 
regard toappointments. They appointed 
all the officers, from the colonel down to 
the sub-lieutenants and ensigns, that 
existed at that time. I cannot help 
thinking that to the change which took 
place we cannot attribute the whole of 
the difficulties which now exist. Cer- 
tainly, for many years after the charge 
took place the Militia prospered and 
there were plenty of enlistments both 
of officers and men. [ do, however, 
say that the result of taking away the 
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appointments from the lords-lieutenant | 
has removed to a very great extent 
some of the inducements which created 
the local interest in the Militia. I agree | 
with the noble Duke with regard to that. 
At the present moment the lord-lieu- 
tenant has very little inducement 
indeed to ass‘st in this matter. The 
Duke of Northumberland spoke of the - 
way in which he had been. treated, 
and said that many of his recommenda- 
tions had received very little notice, and 
that he had waited a long while before he 
got any reply. 
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THE Dcuxke or NORTHUMBER- 
LAND: I did not complain of the want 
of carrying out of any recommendations 
I have made. Ihave only been a lord- 
lieutenant for a very few months, but 
what I said was that there was no 
acknowledgment of any letter sent in 
recommendi'g a commission. The com- 
mission was granted, but there was no 
letter. 


*Eart SPENCER: I was going to say 
that that isexactly the position in which 
I was placed. Very great changes have 
taken place with regard to the recom- 
mendations of lords-lieutenant. At one 
time the recommendations for first com- 
missions always went to the Under- | 
Secretary, but that has been changed 
several times. Latterly I have sent in 
recommendations and have never had 
any answer whatever. I have merely 
received an acknowledgment from one 
officer saying that my letter had been 
forwarded to the proper quarters. In 
one case an officer whom I had 1ecom- 
mended was appointed, and was obliged 
later to give up his commission, but I was 
never informed either of my recommen- 
dation having had effect, or of the 
officer’s resignation. I agree that the 
lords-lieutenant in this respect have 
not been encouraged in the proper way, 
and on one occasion I proposed to give 
the whole thing up, and no longer to 
recommend any oflicers, but the colonel 
at the time said he thought that there 
was some advantage in the lord- 
lieutenant intervening in regard to first 
commissions, and, therefore, | reluctantly 
continued the practice. 





The fact is, the influence of lords- 
lieutenant with regard to all 


Earl Spencer. 
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matters has been confined to getting up 
subscriptions for the men in time of war, 
and in thet wav they have no doubt done 
something to encourage local feeling, but 
I cannot help thinking that if they 
received rore encouragement in regar| 
to tie Militia, they might have more 
influence than at present, and might be 
able to doa considerable amount of good 
service. I will give an instance which 
came before me. One of the reasons why 
we get fewer recruits at this moment 
in my own county is that the whole 
organisation of the staple trade of the 
county has been altered in recent years. 
In Northamptonshire the staple trode is 
shoemaking, and in my early days the 
men followed it in their own homes 
But that has now been entirely altered, 
and the trade is carried on in factories. 
[understand that thegreatest objection is 
offered by the proprietors of these factories 
to the breaking up of the men, who work 
together in small gangs or parties, and 
when one or two want to join the Militia, 
the employers say they must not go, and 
they are prevented from joining. That 
is a case where the lord-lieutenant might 
exercise local influence, and see whether 
some arrangement might not be possible. 
Therefore, I agree with the noble Duke 


| that more encouragement ought to be 


give n to lords-lieutenant to excite in- 
terest locally in the Auxiliary Forces, and 
if that were done some good at all events 
would follow. 


At the present moment the double 


system does not work very well. 
The Militia ought either to be taken 
completely out of the hands of the 


local authorities and entirely centralised, 
or some serious modification with regard, 
at all events, to the officering of regiments 
ought to be made. It is, [ admit, a 
difficult matter. Ido not think that the 
whole difficulty arises from the change, 
but I think it 1s desirable and important 
that more local influence should be 
exercised, and it would be exercised 1f the 
lords-lieutenant- were in some way or 
other brought in more directly to assist the 
Militia and the Auxiliary Foress generally. 
interest to what the 
noble Ear! opposite said at the end of 
his speech with regard to what was 
going on. He spoke of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for War 
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having in the forefront of his mind the | Office is not the culprit. The War Office, 
question of the increase of officers. Well, | I know, is the habitual criminal of these 
it may be that he has got it in the fore- | debates ; and it is always assumed that, 


front of his mind, but we have never really 
arrived at what his mind ison the subject. 
We have had scheme after scheme 
hintel at; we have been told that this 
scheme or that scheme was going to be 
carried out; but we are stillin the dark 
on the matter. We do not know what 
is going to be done, and that is a very 
serious matter. 


We have very great reason to complain 
of this, because it is really affecting the 
services. I have no doubt that if these 
questions were once settled, and we saw 
what was going to be done with regard to 


the Auxiliary Forces generally, our 
difficulties would be diminished. We 


cannot press too strongly on His Majesty’s 
Government the importance of sclving 
these problems. Though the solution 
may be difficult, it is their business to 
find the solution for these difficulties. 
Tais evolution of schemes has now been 
going on for many years. We have had 
s» many schemes that we are bewildered, 
and it 1s high time that the question was 
finally settled. It would be very satis- 
factory, if the noble Marquess the Leader 
of the House is going to speak, if he could 
assure us that this has actually been done. 
We are getting tired of hearing that this 
sclieme or that scheme is being considered 
and that fair progress has been made in 
regard to it. Alas! we never arrive at 
what the scheme is, and, therefore, I 
think we have a right to demand that 
this state of uncertainty should come to 
an end, and that the Government should 
declare finally what their proposals are 
integard to this most important subject. 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): My Lords, both the noble 
Earl who has just addressed your Lord- 
ships and the Duke of Northumberland 
have mentioned cases in which they, 
in their capacity as lords-lieutenant, 
addressed the War Office in regard to 
matters connected with the Militia regi- 
tents for which they are responsible, 
aud in which they failed altogether to 
obtain a reply. My noble friend the 
Under-Secretary assures me that if any 
one is to blame in these cases the War 


| 


if anything goes wrong th: War Office 
should be taken to task. But not very 
long ago, in deference to a _ general 
demand for decentralisation —a word 
which sounds so blessedly in the ears of 
many people—a good deal of work which 
had previously been transacted in Pall 
Mail was transferred to the general 
officers commanding districts. It was 
generally felt that it was desirable that 
the War Office should be as far as possible 
relieved of the detail of administrative 
routine, and correspondence of this kind 
was in Consequence transferred from 
Pall Mall to the districts. My noble 
friend tells me that if the noble Duke 
and the noble Earl will supply him with 
particulars of the cases he will make 
it his business to inquire into the causes 
of the delay. 


As to the Militia we are agreed up 
to this point —that the present con- 
dition of the force is most unsatis- 
factory and urgently calls for improve- 
ment. But when wecome tothe question 
of remedies the agreement is not so com- 
plete. The number of prescriptions that 
have been drawn up is remarkable. The 
noble Earl, like other speakers to-night, 
expressed some surprise because the 
Secretary of State for War had not yet 
seen his way to produce a full and com- 
plete scheme for remedying all the defec s 
which recent experience and inquiry have 
disclosed. But is it reasonable to com- 
plain of the Secretary of State for 
his inaction. 


Your Lordships will recollect the tin- 
portant Report produced by the Royal 
Commission presided over by the Duke of 
Norfolk. I have here a Memorandum 
drawn up by the Secretary of State for 
War containing an analysis of some of 
the more important recommendations of 
that Commission. There are between 
thirty and forty substantive propositions, 
all of which require the utmost care 
before they can be accepted or refused. 
Not only do they raise points of great 
difficulty and intricacy, but they are 
propositions which involve a__ large 
expenditure of public money; aud it is 
not so many nights ago that I was tak>n 
to task in this House on account of 
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the growth of our military expenditure. 


Although we certainly should not grudge | | 


the expenditure of money to make 
the Militia efficient, we certainly owe | 
it to the country, particularly after 
our experience in these matters, to 


scrutinise with the greatest care these | 


proposals, some of them very far-reach- 


ing, for altering the character and condi- | 


tions of service of the Militia force. 


Then it is incorrect to say that the | 
Secretary of State for War has taken no | 
A Bill | 


steps to deal with the Militia. 
has already passed this House—the most 
important measure affecting the status of 
the Militia which has for many years been 
produced in Parliament—I mean the Bill 
under which Militiamen become liable in 
certain circumstances for service beyond 
the limits of this country; and I heard 
with great satisfaction the cheers which 
greeted the mention of that Bill by the 
noble Duke. The fact is that these pro- 
posals are proposals of very great delicacy 
and difficulty; because what is the 
cardinal proposal of those who, like the 
noble Duke, wish to see the efficiency of 
the Militia increased? The Duke of 
Richmond, to whose speech we listened 
with great interest and satisfaction, put 


the case well when he said that it was of | 


no use to raise the numerical strength of 
the Militia; but what mattered was the 
quality and efficiency of the men. But 
efficiency implies training; and when you 
come to proposals to increase the train- 
ing of the Militia, vou find yourself at 
once face to face with a problem of the 
utmost difficulty. 


It is very easy to talk of training the | 


Militia for months instead of for weeks ; 
but if you take away a Militia officer 
or private for six months training, as 
the Norfolk Commission proposed, you 
at once place it beyond his power to 


follow those civilian pursuits upon which | 
he depends for his livelihood. These are | 


matters about which it is impossible to 
dogmatise; and 1 think my right hon. 
colleague is right when he pursues a 
careful and deliberate Jine of action in 
regard to this question, and, above all, 
when he refuses to deal with it with- 
out consulting, as he is doing, 
the commanding officers of Militia 
ba talions. We have taken the Militia 


Vote this year at the full amount at which | 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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| it stood last year; and the hope of the 
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Secretary of State is that we may 
“gradually, by reducing useless units, or 
‘by amalgamating smaller units with 
| larger bodies, find ourselves able to spend 
on the units which remain a_ larger 
amount with good results for their 
efficiency. 


I pass to the particular remedy recom- 
/mended by the noble Duke. His desire 
is that a more conspicuous part should be 
taken by the  lords-lieutenant and 
deputy - lieutenants of counties in 
dealing with the Militia. I am_per- 
fectly prepared to say that, so far as 
the principle of the noble Duke’s pro- 
posal is concerned, we are entirely at one 
withhim. We think that no pains should 
be spared to increase the connection 
of the Militia with the territorial authori- 
ties; and the suggestion made by Lord 
Blythswood that not only lords-lieu- 
tenant and deputy-lieutenants should be 
encouraged to interest themselves in the 
Militia, but that other local authorities 
might take a similar part, is one well 
worthy of consideration. That is the 
more true because, in the case of lord- 
lieutenauts and deputy-lieutenants, they 
are constitutionally connected with the 
Militia force. The deputy-lieutenants 
hold their commissions under the Militia 
Act, and it would be natural, therefore, 
for them to take an interest in that 
force. But I am bound to say that it 
seems to me that the lord-lieutenant is 
more likely to use his influence with 
advantage in the case of the officers than 
in the case of the men in the Militia. The 
lord-lheutenant and his deputy-lieutenants 
may be presumed to have some knowledge 
of their counties and of the families from 
whom officers are likely to be drawn. 
Therefore, as far as obtaining the services 
of subalterns is concerned, there is no 
‘reason why their aid should not be 
| usefully invoked. 


I am not sure that I should go quite 
so far as the noble Duke when he sugges- 
ted that, if the deputy-lieutenants do not 
at the end of a fixed time produce their 
| full quota of subalterns, their commissions 
should be withdrawn. I picture to myself 
| the pitiable state of mind of the three 
deputy-lieutenants who are expected by 
the noble Duke to produce one subaltern 
| amongst them, and who, at the end of the 
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five years period of grace which he 
allows them, finding themselves {unable 
to produce a suitable candidate are to be 
themselves sentenced to extinction. That, 
however, is not an essential portion of 
the proposal. The case is different as to 
recfuiting the men for the Militia. The 
lord-lieutenant has no staff which could 
assist him in organising the county or in 
drawing recruits from different parts of it. 


[ admit that the Militia in the past has 
suffered very greatly from the undue com- 
petition to which it has been subjected 
owing to the practice of taking recruits 
for the Militia and pissing them into the 
Line, sometimes even before they have 
actually joined their Militia battalions. 
That is a matter to which the Secretary 
of State is giving his earnest attention, 
and he is in hope of being able to devise 
some means of avoiding competition of 
that kind. 


As to the general subject, I agree with 
the noble Earl that, although the change 
under which the lords-lieutenant were 
deprived of their functions in respect of 
the Militia may have had an effect upon 
the force, it is unfair to attribute to that 
change the whole of the falling off in its 
strength. The explanation of that must 
be sought for in other causes into which 
| will not nowenter. I will only say that 
His Majesty’s Government are fully aware 
of the necessity of taking some adequate 
means of arresting this decadence, and 
that the particular suggestions which have 
been made by your Lordships during this 
debate will certainly receive the most 
attentive consideration. 


THE MarQuEss oF RIPON : My Lords, 
I do not wish to prolong this debate, but 
I should like to be allowed to say a word 
or two upon the subjecc of the appoint- 
ment of subaltern officers. I do not think 
that the double system that exists at 
the present can really work well. Some- 
hody must be responsible, either the 
lord-heutenant or the commanding 
officer of the regiment. At present either 
of them can appoint. I have certainly 
il my own experience not had any 
ditticulty in the matter, but it has been 
because, acting upon what I understood 
to be the view of the War Office, I have 
hardly ever interfered in the appointment 
of these officers. But if you want to get 
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the influence of the lord-lieutenant 
brought forward to secure a large propor- 
tion of local officers for the Militia, you 
must, at least so far as subaltern officers 
are concerned, revert to the practice by 
which he was the person who made the 
selection and recommended the proper 
persons. No lord-lieutenant would be 
so foolish as not to consult the command- 
ing officer of the regiment on the subject. 
I feel that the double system will not 
work satisfactorily, and that so long as it 
is in force, in that respect at any rate, no 
material change will be introduced. You 
may debate these questions as much as 
you like, but the discussion will be un- 
availing and the difficulties will remain 
until the Militia force knows what His 
Majesty’s Government really intend to do. 
House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Seven o’clock, to 
Thursday next, half-past Ten 

o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 4th July, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Western Railway (New Railways) 
Bill. Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


Hastings Tramways Bill [Lords]. As 
amended, considered; to be read the 
third time. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]. Read a second time, 
and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 

The CHAIRMAN Or Ways aNpD Means 
informed the House, That the Committee 
on Group L of Private Bills, not being 
appointed to meet until Thursday, the 
parties promoting the Littlehampton 
Urban District Council Bill [Lords], 
which was set down for consideration on 
the first day of the meeting of the 
Committee, had appeared before him and 
proved that the evidence of George 
Montague Percy, 19, Buckingham Street, 
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Strand, was essential to their case; and | 
that his attendance could not be procured | 
without the intervention of the House. | 

| 


Questions. 968 
PETITIONS. 


POLLING ARRANGEMENTS (PARLIA- 
MENTARY BOROUGHS) BILL. 


Petition from Westminster, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Questions. 


Ordered, That the said George 
Montague Percy do attend the Committee 
on Group L of Private Bills upon | 
Thursday, at half-past Eleven of the | 
clock.—(The Chairman of Ways and 
Means.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC, 
Donovan’s Divorce Bill [Lords}. ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND) 
Reported from the Select Committee R a ; eile ; 
on Divorce Bills, without Amendment: | — presented, Teseeeve  thandto 
Report to lie upon the Table, [ordered 27th March; Mr. Eugene W ason]; 
| to le upon the Table, and to be printed. 
Bill to be read the third time. | [No. 227.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 


Donovan’s Divorce Bill [Lords]. | 
Ordered,-That the Minutes of Evidence | 


and Proceedings in the House of Lords| CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES, 
on the Second Reading of Donovan’s ileus 
Divorce ill, toget it Jocu- 

ivorce Bill, together with the Docu — < temic tens 


“— deposited in the me retumed | amongst Horses in Ireland. 
— of Lords.—(Mr. snacieil Mr. O'SHEE (Waterford, W.) : To ask 

|the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Licu- 
‘tenant of Ireland whether the Depart- 
/ment of Agriculture has taken steps or 
| propose to take steps to ascertain the 
| manner of the introduction of the disease 
‘epizootic lymphangitis into Ireland, as 
requested by a resolution of the Water- 
| ford County Council; and whether, if it 
be shown that the disease was introduced 
| by Army horses, compensation will be 
| paid to the owners of horses lost or 
destroyed by the epidemic, 


Cork Junction Railways Bill. Reported 
[Preamble not proved]; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 


City of London (Escape from Fire 
Bill. Reported [Preamble not proved] : 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP E). 

Sir Henry AUBREY-FLETCHER reported 
from the Committee on Group E of | 
Private Bills; That, for the convenience | 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned | (Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
till Thursday, at half-past Eleven of the | Department do not consider it necessary 


clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to enable the Ocean Accident 
and Guarantee Corporation, Limited, to 
act as executors, administrators, and 
trustees; and in other fiduciary 
capacities.” [Ocean Accident and 
Guarantee Corporation Bill [Lords. } 


Ocean Accident and Guarantee Cor- 
poration Bill [Lords]. Read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 





to make any formal investigation in this 
;matter. The first cases of epizootic 
|lymphangitis in Ireland were notified to 
| the Department by the military authori- 
' ties in November, 1903, as having occurred 
/in two Army horses at the Curragh Camp. 
| These horses were diagnosed by the Army 
| veterinary officers to be suffering from the 
disease mentioned and were destroyed, 
| Where horses are compulsorily slaugh- 
tered by direction of the local authority, 
compensation is granted out of the local 
rate, and one-half of such compensation 
is recouped to the local authority out of 
the General Cattle Diseases Fund. There 
is no power under the Diseases of Anima!s 
Acts to award compensation for horses 
not so compulsorily slaughtered, 
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969 Questions. 


Proposed Ministry of Commerce. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can state when the Bll 
promised in the King’s Speech to appoint 
a Minister of Commerce will be intro- 
duced; and whether he will afford 
facilities to have it passed this session. 


(Answered by Mr. A, J. Balfour.) I fear 
| cannot, in the present condition of 
public business, make any announcement 
of a date for the introduction of this 
measure. 


South African War — Investigation of 
Field Force Canteen Accounts. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, in view of the 
disclosure; of the Secretary of State for 
India as to the accounts and manage- 
ment of the field force canteen in South 
Atrica during the war, will the Govern- 
ment take steps to secure investigation 
of these accounts by the Royal Com- 
mission or, failing this, could a separate 
investigation take place. 


(Answered by Mr. A. J. Balfour.) I 
think the hon. Member will see that the 
terms of reference to the Royal Com- 
mission are wide enough to Include this 
subject. 


Arrears of Interest on Purchase Money 
uncollected from Tenants on the King- 
Harman Estate. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim. S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Irelund whether the Estates Com- 
missioners can state the total amount of 
arrears of interest at 3) per cent. on the 
purchase money which has been un- 
collected, and also the amount forgiven 
to the tenant purchasers on the King- 
Harman Estate, and for what period has 
it been remitted; when will the vesting 
orders be issued in the case of the pur- 
chasers in the town of Boyle as well as on 
the rural portions of the estate; and what 
has been the cause of the delay in issuing 
these orders, seeing that the terms of sale 
were agreed to in November, 1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) Interest 
at 54 per cent. on the purchase money is, 
in accordance with the agreement entered 
into by the the purchasers, due by them 
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for the period from 9th November, 1904, 
to 19th May, 1905, when the advances 
were made; and receivable orders for 
the amounts due have recently bee. 
issued. No rent or arrears of rent were 
payable to the Land Commission, and 
they have no knowledge whether any 
such arrears were remitted. The Com- 
missioners have not finally agreed to 
purchase the town of Boyle, and th: 
holdings cannot, therefore, yet be vested 
in the tenants. The rural holdings will 
be vested in the tenants at an early da‘e. 


Questions. 


Government Redistribution Proposals. 

Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): To ask the 
First Lord of the Treasurv if he can now 
state the terms of the Redistribution 
Resolutions, and what amount of notice 
he proposes to give before they are 
proceeded with. 


(Answered by Mr. A.J. Ba'four.) Tam 
not in a position at present to state the 
terms of the Resolutions; but notice 
will be given which [ trust will prove 
adequate, 


Reduction of Telegraph Rate between 
Great Britain and India--Loss Incurred. 
Str MANCHERJEE BHOWN- 
AGGREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): To ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if any 
loss has resulted since the reduction of 
the telegraphic rates between Greit 
Britain and India; and, if so, will he 
give the actual figures of such loss for 
each year; and also stite whether any 
compensation has been paid on account 
of such loss, and in what proportion it 
was charged to the British and Indian 
Exchequers respectively, 


(Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Yes. The telegraph rates were reduced 
between Europe and India from the Ist 
March, 1902. For the thirteen months 
ending 31st Mirch, 1903, the loss of 
revenue was cileulated to have been 
£48,769, and for the year 1903-4, £5,214. 
The Government of India is respon- 
sible for the repayment of one-third of 
this loss to the telegraph administrations 
concerned. The British Exchequer takes 
no share in the compensition paid. For 
the year 1904-5 there has been no loss 
of revenue owing tothe reduction of rate, 
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Construction and Improvement of Piers 
at Smerwick and Ballydavid. 

Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry | 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state when the Congested Districts 
Board will give grants for the construc- 
tion and improvement of piers at) 
Smerwick and Ballydavid, places which | 
depend almost entirely on the fishing 
industry. 


Questions. 





(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Board informed the local authorities in | 
August last that they were prepared to | 
contribute asum not exceeding £200 to- | 
wards the cost of constructing a pier at | 
Smerwick. No reply has been received. | 
The Board will investigate the require- | 
ments of Ballydavid, but they have at | 
present no further funds available for | 
public works. 


Surrey Education Committee's Accounts. 
Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): To ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
whether his attention has been called to 
the report of the district auditor, Mr. 
Wraith, on the county education accounts, 
for the year 1903-4, of the county of 
Surrey; whether he intends to take any | 
action in view of the irregularities and 
illegalities disclosed by the district auditor 
in these accounts ; and whether the pay- 
ments disallowed by the district auditor 
have been refunded ; and, if not, will he 
explain why this has not been done. 


(Answered by My. Gerald Balfour.) 1) 


have seen the report referred to, which 
relates to the avdit of the accounts of the 
county council for the first year in which 
the Education Act, 1902, was in operation 
in the county. Many of the irregularities 
to which attention was drawn by the 
auditor related to matters arising out of 
the transition from the old to the new 
arrangements, and will not be likely to 
recur. A certain number of the 
irregularities occurred in connection 
with the accounts of managers of 
elementary schools to whom the receipt 
and payment of moneys on behalf of the 
education authority had been entrusted. 
With regard to these I may state that 
the education committee, after con- 
sideration of the auditor’s report, have 
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with a view of securing that in future 
the financial transactions and accounts 
of the managers shall be properly con- 
trolled and supervised. The committee 
have applied to the Local Government 
Board for their assistance in 
settling these instructions, and their 
proposals are receiving careful con- 
sideration. The auditor made a number 
of disallowances, and in_ seventeen 
instances the amount of the payment 
disallowed has been refunded by the 
managers of the school. In two cases it 
is understood that an appeal against the 
| auditor’s decision will be made to the 
Local Government Board, and in the 
| Temaining six cases appeals have already 
| been made to the Board, who are giving 
| consideration to them 


Lighting of Parliament Square. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): To'ask the hon. Member for 
Chorley, as representing the First Com- 
if the Board of 
Works intervened in October, 1904, when 
the Westminster City Council was about 
concluding a contract for the better 
lighting of Parliament Square; if so, 
what steps have been taken since by the 


| Board of Works to improve the lighting 


of the square ; and if it will continue to 


_be lighted by the Board or whether the 


City Council of Westminster will be 
allowed to perform the work. 
(Answered by Lord Balcarres.)  Parlia- 


ment Square lies within the jurisdiction 
of the Office of Works, and the West- 
minster City Council has therefore no 
power to conclude any contract for the 
lighting of it; experiments have been 
made by the Office of Works to determine 
what method of improved lighting should 
be adopted. It is proposed to light the 
Square with the same lamp which has 
proved so successful in New Palace Y ard ; 
and it is expected that the work will be 
carried out in the autumn so that the 
lamps may be available before the winter. 


Contemplated Partition of Bengal. 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether he is aware that an 
influentially-signed petition opposing the 


contemplated partition of Bengal is’ 


drawn up some detailed instructions | under submission from the inhabitants 
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of Eastern Bengal ; and whether he will 
postpone passing Orders on the pfo- 
posals of the Government until this 


memorial has been considered. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The proposals of the Government ‘of 
India on this subject reached me on the 
18th of February, and I have already 
communicated to them the decision of 
the Secretary of State in Council accept- 
ng their proposals. 


County of Waterford Petty Sessions 


ases. 
Mr. O'SHEE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


Ireland what was the number of com- 
plaints heard in petty sessions by the 
justices in each of the thirteen petty 
sessions districts of the county of 
Waterford, exclusive cf the petty sessions 
district of the county borough of 
Waterford, in the years 1903 and 1904 
respectively ; in how many of the cases 
were convictions obtained or orders 
granted; in how many was there no 
appearance; and how many complaints 
were dismissed. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I have 
furnished the hon. Member with a 
tabular statement giving the information 
asked for. 


Destruction of Ancient Monument on 
King-Harman Estate. 


Mr. TULLY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Estates Com- 


missioners are the legal owners of the 
ancient monument recently destroyed 
by malicious injury on the King-Harman 
Estate; and, if so, have they taken any 
steps to replace the same, and thus save 
the ratepayers from any liability in the 
matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Wa'ter Long.) The 
Commissioners understand that the 
monument referred to is situate on land 
which is vested in them. They have 
instructed their inspector to inquire into 
and report on the matter. 
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QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


Volunteers and Service Abroad. 
*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): | beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he can state the terms of the 
instructions recently issued by the 
Army Council as to the efficiency of 
Volunteer units. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNoLD-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): I only received notice of this 
Question as I came to the House, and I 
am unable textually to quote the docu- 
ment. The general effect of the instruc- 
tion is to request the Volunteer officers to 
furnish the War Department with particu- 
lars as to the number of men in their 
respective commands who are, under the 
ordinary Army regulations, fit for service 
abroad. They have also asked for 
further information as to the number of 
first-class shots in the commands. The 
hon. Member will see that it is most 
important for us to ascertain in peace 
these particulars, which we should have 
to ascertain in time of war. I may add 
that the time which was originally named 
in this order appeared to me to be short, 
and that the Army Council has largely 
extended that time in order to give more 
opportunities to Volunteer officers to 
comply with the request of the War 
Department. 


*Mr. McCRAE: Have not Volunteer 
commanding officers been informed that 
the men fit for active service must 
be first-class shots, and is that rule 
applicable to the Regular Army ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No. I 
thought I had made that clear. We 
asked Volunteer officers to state how 
many men are fit under the ordinary 
servicefules for service abroad. Wealso 
asked, as an additional question, how 
many of these men who are fit for service 
abroad are also first-class shots. To bea 
first-class shot is not a necessary condi- 
tion to fit a man for service abroad, but 
it is a piece of information very valuable 
to the War Office. 
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*Mr. McCRAE: Surely the right hon. 
Gentleman does not intend to send the 
Volunteers on service abroad 2 


[No Arswer was returned.] 


Cavalry Depéts. 

*CoLonNEL LEGGE (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if he can 
state where the two cavalry depots, 
referred to at page 16 of his Memor- 
andum relating to Army Estimates for 
1905-6, will be located. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: The 
cavalry barracks now at Canterbury 
will be utilised to form one depot 
barracks. The Army Council desires to 
establish a cavalry depot in the Midlands 
or the North of England. The position 
of these barracks will depend upon the 
extent of the facilities which are offered 
by the authorities in the different locali- 
ties which are considered to be suitable 
for the purpose. 


Army Reorganisation. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the Army scheme proposed 
by him has been abandoned; whether 
the proposed reduction of fourteen bat- 
talions has been given up, and these 
battalions are in future to be recruited 
on the short-service system; whether 
that short-service system will be applied 
exclusively to these battalions; and 
whether he has any communication to 
make to the House with reference to his 
own position in the War Gffice in refer- 
ence to these matters. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The reply 
to the first paragraph of the Question is 
in the negative. As I have explained on 
previous occasions, the introduction of 
the scheme of short - service enlistment 
has been necessarily postponed until a 
sufficient number of men have been en- 
listed for nine years service with the 
colours to provide the men necessary for 
the Indian drafts. This condition has 
not yet been fulfilled. It has never been 
proposed to reduce fourteen battalions 
unless and until an equal number of 
other battalions equally efficient has 
been created, 
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Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Then is the 
Arnold- Forster scheme in a state of 
suspended animation ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Lord Milner and the South African 

ar Stores. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware of the statement of 
Colonel Morgan that, in the presence of 
General Lyttelton and another, Lord 
Milner refused to make any further pur- 
chases of supplies from the Army stores 
for repatriation ; whether he is aware that 
this refusal of Lord Milner was based on 
the ground that the making of these pur- 
chases would not be fair to the local 
merchants; whether this action on the 
part of Lord Milner had the previous 
sanction or subsequent ratification of the 
Colonial Office; what communications, 
if any, passed between Lord Milner and 
the Colonial Office with reference to this 
action of Lord Milner, whereby the main 
source of custom for the Army stores, to 
the loss of the taxpayer, was shut off; 
and whether he will lay these communi- 
cations upon the Table. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. LyrTetron, War- 
wick and Leamington): I would refer 
the hon. Member to the Answer given by 
the Secretary of State for War to the 
similar Question addre-sed to him on the 
subject. I have already informed the 
hon. Member for Northampton on the 
29th of June t that no such correspond: 
ence took place. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL said his 
Question was to the Secretary for the 
Colonies. Did the right hon. Gentleman 
communicate with Lord Milner on the 
subject ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have said that 
there was no correspondence. 
the 


By 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Will 
right hon. Gentleman now inquire ? 
the way, where is Lord Milner now ! 


[No Answer was returned. | 





+ See page 545, 
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Insolvency of Mr. Van Rensburg. 

Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies if 
he is aware that at the first meeting, in 
Heidelberg, of creditors in the insolvent 
estate of Mr. Van Rensburg, who recently 
resigned his seat as a nominated member 
of the Inter-Colonial Counc'l, debts to the 
amount of £51,000 were proved, and in- 
Judeld in the list was a sum of £20,030 
jue to the Colonial Treasurer of the 
[ransvaal; and can he say for what 
yurpose this loan was made, 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have not yet 
eceived the information, but hope to do 
so shortly. 


Mr. WHITLEY: I first put the 
Question down eleven days ago and then 
postponed it for a week at the right hon. 
Gentleman’s request. Surely it does not 
take all this time to get the information. 
Has the right hon. Gentleman cabled for 
it? Shall I repeat the Question on 
Thursday ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I cannot say if I 
shall have the information by then. 


De Beers Diamond Company and Convict 





abour. 

*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Lusheliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
fate for the Colonies whether a system 
‘xists of hiring out for various terms of 
servitude persons convicted of offences in 
Cape Colony to the De Beers Diamond 
Company at the rate of 2d. per diem; and, 
itso, by what authority and under what 
regulations does the system exist, and 
loes the Colonial Office accept any 
esponsibility in the matter. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The Ministers of 
he Cape Colony have stated that the 
ystem has legislative sanction under 
Section 52 of the Colonial Act No. 23 of 
I888. The matter is one entirely within 
the control of the responsible Government 
ind Legislature of the Cape Colony. 


"|*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Do I understand 


hat the Secretary of State here accepts 
ho responsibility ? 





Mr. LYTTELTON: I cannot go fur- 
ther than my Answer. It is the act of 
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the responsible Government of the Cape 
Colony. 


Financial Dispute with New Zealand. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether his 
remonstrances with the New Zealand 
Government against their action in not 
refunding a large sum which was paid by 
mistake in New Zealand, being legally 
and pYoperly chargeable in this country, 
have had any affect; and, if not. 'f he is 
in a position to take any further action. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: The New Zealand 
Government are of opinion that the 
estate duty to which the hon. Member 
refers was propertly charged and collected 
in the colony, and have hitherte declined 
to adopt legislation for the purpose of 
obviating future difficulties of the same 
kind. I am, however, communicating 
again with the New Zealand Government 
on the subject. 


Income-Tax on Easter Offerings. 

Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if he can state by what section 
of the Income-Tax Acts income-tax is 
imposed on Easter offerings ; and whether, 
seeing that the amounts of these Easter 
offerings are frequeatly less than £20, he 
will introduce a Bi'l this session to secure 
that the free gift of a congregation to a 
clergyman shall not be subject to any 
claim for income-tax upon it. 


THe CHANCELLOR or 1HE EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AusTeEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, K.): Easter ofterings, 
when of the nature of Ecclesiastical Dues, 
are assessable under Schedule A, Section 
60, of the Act of 1842, Rule No. IT. (2). 
When of a voluntary character they are 
chargeable under Schedule E, and the 
First Rule in Section 146 of the Act of 
1842. The Answer to the last clause of 
the Question is in the negative. 


Mr. COGHILL asked whether for 
income-tax purposes there should not be 
a distinction made between payments for 
services rendered and a free gift. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
must decline to answer any general Ques- 
tion of the kind in connection with a 
particular Question, Any Answer I might 
give in these circumstances might be 
misleading. 


Mr. COGHILL: Supposing in any year 
a congregation refused these offerings, 
could the clergyman or the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer enforce their pay- 
ment ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: That 
does not really arise out of the Question. 
It is quite obvious that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has no business to 
enforce payments by congregations. 


University College Grants. 

Mr. WHITLEY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if he has 
taken any steps to give effect to the 
Report of the Committee on Univer- 
sity College Grants; and if he is ina 
position to state the constitution of the 
Advisory Committee recommended in the 
Report. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: The 
various |'niversities and colleges con- 
cerned were invited to comment on the 
suggestions contained in the Report of 
the Committee in question. Their replies 
have only recently been received and are 
now under consideration. I hope shortly 
to be able to make an announcement on 
the subject. 


Mr. WHITLEY: In view of the 
advanced position of the financial year, 
will the right hon. Gentleman give us 
some opportunity of discussing this 
matter if he does not intend to carry out 
the recommendations of the Committee ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: That 
is a Question which should be addressed 
to the Prime Minister, concerning as it 
does the arrangement of the business of 
the House. But, personally, I should be 
glad of an opportunity of hearing the 
opinions of hon. Members on the subject. 


Irish-born Americans and the Aliens Bill. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): U beg to 


ask Mr. Attorney-General, in regard to 
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the Aliens Bill, whether he can now say 
on what clause he intends to move the 


promised Amendment to provide for the | 


exemption of Irish-born American citizens 


from the alien immigrant provision; and | 


whether he will submit the wording of 
the Amendment to members of the Irish 
Party. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (sir 
Ropert Frntay, Inverness Burghs): 


This matter has been under my con- 
sideration. I think the Amendment 
might be introduced into Clause 2 or 
Clause 8. I shall be happy to confer 
with any member of the hon. Gentleman’s 
Party, but I wish it to be unde. stood I do 
not contemplate a general exemption. I 
think it would be possible. without vary- 
ing the general principle of the Bill, to 
prepare an Amendment which would meet 
the case of persons desirous of visiting 
their relatives in the United Kingdom. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
That is not the only case aimed at. 
There is also the case of those—a very 
numerous class—who wish to end their 
days among their own people. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I had not 
that case in contemplation, but am pre- 
pared to confer. 


Mr. FLYNN: Will the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman, in view of the fact 
that the Bill is to be closured by com- 
partments, let us have the Amendment 
at the earliest possible moment ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Certainly. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
Is it proposed to confine the Amendment 
to Irish-born Americans, or to extend it 
to British-born people generally # 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Ido not pro- 
pose to limit the Amendment to the case 
of Irish-born subjects revisiting their 
country. 


Motor Scorchers—Police Warning. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: LI beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether, in 
view of the fact that it is the 
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habit of the police, in accordance with 
instructions given them, to warn such 
offenders as are evidently breaking the 
law through want of knowledge, he 
will consider the desirability of instruct- 
ing the police to warn offending drivers 
of motors should the offence be not 


Questions. 


sufficiently grave to warrant a prosecu- , : ; 
cS members of the deputation complained 


tion. i J] 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AkErs- 
DoucLas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) I fear 
Iam not prepared either to accept the 
general proposition as to police warnings 
which the hon. Member suggests, or to 
give the police any further instructions 
as to warning the drivers of motor-cars. 
A constable’s duty is to stop cars whose 
drivers are breaking the law, and to 
warn the drivers that they will be re- 
ported. The constable then reports the 
case to the higher police authorities, 
and it is they who decide, upon the facts 
reported, whether proceedings shall be 
taken against the offenders. The fact 
that the driver has been called on to 
stop and told that he will be reported 
ought to be sufficient warning in most 
of the cases where a prosecution is not 
considered necessary, 


Traction-Engine Traffic on Highways. 


Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL (York- 
shire, Cleveland) :_ [I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Local Government Board 
whether he proposes to take any steps 
to enable highway authorities either to 
exere se greater control over traction- 
engine traffic on roads, particularly when 
weather conditions render the roads 
pecially liable to damage, or to recover 
from the owners of engines the cost of 
making good such damage, as recom- 
mended by the Departmental Committee 
on Highways, 1903. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GeraLp 
Batrouk, Leeds, Central): Legislation 
would be necessary to give effect to 
either of these suggestions, and I can- 
not hold out any prospect of introducing 
a Bill on the subject at the present 





the 
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Alleged Preferential Railway Rates 
at Swansea. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Board of Trade whether, seeing that 
the Board recently received a deputation 
appointed by the Swansea and District 
Freighters’ Association, and that the 


that the Great Western Railway Com- 


pany had, for some tiie, carried coal to 
Swansea for shipment and for patent-fuel 
making at 64d. a ton less than they 
charged for coal carried by them for use 
in manufactories and works in Swansea 
and the Swansea Valley, and delivered 
by them at Swansea Valley Junction, 
Landore, and Swansea, and alleged that 
the said railway company have been 
guilty of an undue preference under the 
Railway and Canal Traftic Act, 1888, the 
Board will, in accordance with the Rail- 
way and Canal Trattic Act, Section 31, 
Sub-section (4), forthwith submit to 
Parliament a Report of the complaints 
made by the deputation and the result 
of the proceedings taken in relation to 
such complaints, together with such 
observations as the Board thinks fit to 
make thereon. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To THE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars): 
The Reports which the Board of 
Trade have submitted to Parliament 
under Section 31 of the Act of 1888 
have as a rule covered the complaints 
made during some period of time—in 
ordinary course another Report will be 
issued next year; it has not been the 
practice of the Department to present a 
special Report on a particular case, and I 
do not think it would be a convenient 
course to adopt. I may say that the 
Board used their best endeavours to 
bring about an amicable settlement of the 
complaint referred to, but unfortunately 
without success. As the allegation is one 
of undue preference the complainants 
would appear to have a remedy at law. 
More than this could not be said if the 
Department made a special Report. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: Will the 
hon. Gentleman allow the deputation to 
have a copy of the transcript of the short- 


hand note taken at the interview. 
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Mr. BONAR LAW: I will consider 
that. 


West Sussex Education Authority— 
Pupil-Teachers’ Agreements. 

Mr. BULL (Hammersmith) : On behalf 
of the hon. Member for West Ham, North, 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Board 
of Education whether he is aware that 
the West Sussex education authority are 
requiring the guardians of pupil-teachers 
to enter into an agreement under which 
pupil-teachers, on completing apprentice- 
ship in the county, are to become and 
remain teachers in the elementary schools 
of the county until the authority allow 
them to accept appointments elewhere or 
to cease teaching ; and whether, having 
regard to the injury to the szhools con- 
sequent on such restrictive regulations, 
the Board will decline to recognise such 
pupil-teachers as part of the school staff. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or EDUCA- 
TION (Sir WittrAM ANSON, Oxford 


University): Ll have seen what purports 
to be a copy of the agreements in qnes- 
tion. As these agreements are to be 
made by or on behalf of persons under 
age, their legality may be called in ques- 
tion. In other respects I am not pre- 
pared to express an opinion on a form of 
agreement which may be subject to 
modifications of which I am not aware. 


Sanitation in the Island of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Lord-Advocate if he will 
state when he proposes to lay upon the 
Table of the House the Report of the 
Adviser of the Local Government Board 
for Scotland on the imsanitary condition 
of the Island of Lewis. 


Tue LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): I pro- 
pose to lay the Report on the Table 
without delay. 


School Grants ia the Island of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate if he will explain under what 
circumstances grants have been paid to 
the numerous public schoo s in the Island 
of Lewis, Ross-shire, which are clearly 
shown by the recently-issued reports of 
the parish officers of health to fall short 
of the sanitary standard required under 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 984 


Article 17 (c), Scotch Code, uader which 
school prem ses are required to be healthy, 
well lighted, cleaned, warmed, drained, 
and veutilated; and will he state 
whether school inspectors are required to 
report in respect of these points before 
grants are pa'd. i 
Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : In administer- 
ing the Article of the Code quoted by the 
hon. Member, the Scotch Education 
Department have regard to the reports 
of their inspectors on the cond'ti ns of 
the schoo!s, which necessarily take into 
account all local circumstances. The 
reports to which the hon. Member 
apparently refers cre reports made to 
the local authority with a view to deter- 
mine what is required to put the schoo's 
ina proper state from the health point 
of view, and till there has been oppor- 
tunity to give effect to the requirements 
of the local authority the Department 
would not feel justified in reducing the 
grants to the schools. 


Lemreway School, Island of Lewis— 
Water Supply and Drainage. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether he is «aware that, 
although eighty pupils are on the register 
of Lemreway School, in the parish of 
Lochs, Island of Lewis, Ross-shire, the 
average weekly attendance since the 
middle of December last has been only 
twenty-six, owing to epidemics; and, 
seeing that both the water supply and 
drainage are bad, will he consider the 
expediency of calling for a report from 
Dr. Cameron, the medical officer of health 
for the parish, on the subject, with a 
view to the defects being remedied. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The Local 
Government Board propose te ask fora 
report from Dr. Cameron on the subject. 


Fever at Balallan, Island of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord- 
Advocate whether he is aware that Dr. 
Cameron, the medical officer of health for 
the parish of Lochs, Island of Lewis, 
Ross-shire, states in his report to the 
medical officer of health for the county 
that, being called upon to make inquiry 
in regard to two outbreaks of fever in 
the Balallan district, one of typhus and 
the other typhoid, he came to the con- 
clusion that the outbreak was due to the 
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generally insanitary conditions prevalent ; 
and, seeing that there are 108 pupils on 
the Balallan public school register, will 
he state whether it is proposed to take 
any action to protect the lives of these 
children. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : I am aware 
that the outbreaks of fever referred to by 
the hon. Member are attributed to the 
insanitary conditions generally prevalent 
in the district, which affect not only the 
children on the school register but the 
population at large. The matter engages 
the anxious consideration of the Secre- 
tary for Scotland and the Local Govern- 
ment Board, who would be in a better 
position to remedy the evils complained 
of if the Congested Districts Amendment 
Bill now before the House became law. 


Mr. WEIR: Will that Bill be pro- 
ceeded with this session or will it be 
shunted as during the last four years ? 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I hope it will 
be proceeded with this session. The 
shunting will depend on the action of 
hon. Members opposite. 


Alleged Boycotting of Jews in Limerick. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8S.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he can state how 
many Jews were compelled to leave 
L'merick owing to being boycotted ; and 
whether he has any official information 
as to the condition of the Jews remaining 
in Limerick at present. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : Before the 
right hon. Gentleman answers, may I ask 
if his attention has been called to the 
fact that at the Summer Assizes at 
Limerick next Thursday, there is no 
criminal case from that city to go before 
the Judge. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
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Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): Is not 
the treatment to which the Jews have 
been subjected due to their charging 
excessive rates of interest ? 


Questions. 


Mr. SLOAN: And do not those who 
are in poor circumstances attribute their 
condition to the boycotting and intimida- 
tion to which they have been subjected ? 


Mineral Deposits at Annaghmore, 
County Cork. 

Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
say what is the nature of the report of 
the Department of Agriculture and 
Technical Instruction regarding the 
mineral possibilities of the townland of 
Annaghmore, county Cork; and what 
steps were taken Ly the Department’s 
engineer in order to ascertain the mineral 
character of the land. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart- 
ment’s mining engineer reported that 
the geological formation of the town- 
land was carboniferous slate and shales, 
and that coal would not be found in 
the land visited. Dur:ng the course of 
his inspection he found carboniferous 
slates and shales in the pit put down by 
the owner of Annaghmore, and also in 
the railway cutting. The report was 
considered unfavourable and would not 
justify any further expenditure on the 
surveying of the lands in question. 


Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can say what are the 
total amounts of surplus funds now in 
the hands of the Department of Agricul- 
ture and Technical Instruction; whether 
the Department carry out or are pre- 
pared to carry out inspection of lands 
on which mineral deposits are thought 
to exist; and, if so, will the Department 
consider the advisability of procuring a 





| boring drill, with a view to making 


LAND (Mr. Watter Lona, Bris‘ol, 8.) : | practical experiments on the lands of 


Yes, I believe so. I am informed that 
thirty-seven members of the Jewish per- 
suasion have left Limerick since the 
agitation against their methods of business 
commenced. Of the 121 who remain, 
about a fourth are in poor circumstances, 
but the r-mainder are stated to be com- 
fortably off. 


VOL. CXLVIIL. [Fourru Sertes.] 


Annaghmore, county Cork, and other 
places where coal deposits are believed 
to exist. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 
anounts approximately to £237,000. 
Tne actual amount could only be found 


The surplus 





by ascertaining the market value of the 
2 L 
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securities in which the funds are in- 
vested. The Department undertakes 
inspections of lands on which minerals 
are believed to exist, but they do not 
engage in prospecting work and do not 
consider it desirable to procure a boring 
drill. I have stated in answer to the 
previous Question the result of the 
survey of the lands referred to, 


Questions. 





Mr. FLYNN: 
hon. Gent'eman could point out to the 
Department that it was its obvious duty 
to undertake this work. | 


But surely the right | 


Attacks on Clergymen in Dublin. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief | 
Secretary to the Lord-Licutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Rev. Macredy, of St. Mark’s Church, | 
Dublin, when visiting on the 7th March | 
last was assailed in the street, and that | 
in April and May last, when the Rev. | 
Denny was visiting a sick woman at. 
night, the house was surrounded by a 
number of persons to the annoyance of 
the sick person ; and whether, in view of | 
complaints of Protestant clergymen of 
repeated assaults, he proposes to take | 
any, and, if any, what steps to put a 
stop to such conduct. | 


| 
Mr. WALTER LONG: The facts are 
as stated. In the case of the attack by | 
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reply ; and whether, in view of the fact 
that this man has had twenty-four years 
service, he will order an inquiry to be 
made into the case. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Local 
Government Board have ascertained that 
this man was dismissed for inattention 
The Board have no power to 
hold an inquiry in the matter except on 


the application of the county or district 


council concerned. 


Mr. SLOAN: But in view of the 
man’s long period of service cannot 
something be done? Is it not the 
fact that he was dismissed without any 
knowledge of the charge against him and 
without having an opportunity of 
defending himself. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : I cannot say ; 
but even if it be so it does not alter the 
fact that he having been dismissed for 
dereliction of duty, the Local Gevern- 
ment Board have no power to go behind 
the back of the local authority and 
order an inquiry. 


Ballynease National Schools. 
Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): [beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary tothe Lord-Licutenant 
of Ireland whether he will lay upon the 





eae ae ao 


a ae a ee ee 


oO 





boys on the Rev. Mr. Macredy, the Table of the House the Minute of the 
offenders were made amenable by the | Board of National Education dealing 
police. In the Rey. Mr. Denny’s case the | with the proposed official amalgamation 
police traced the offenders, but the rev. of the Ballynease boys’ and gir's’ 
gentleman wished that no prosecution | national schools, dated June, 1904, under 
should take place. In that case the the management of the Rev. P. M‘Namee, 
parish priest publicly eens Ba P.P., Bellaghy, Derry. 
conduct complained of, and a good effect . 
ae oveinae in the eda. The. Mr. WALTER LONG: I beg to refer 
special efforts of the police have been | t© the reply which I gave to a similar 
directed to this matter and will not be Question on May 29th. 
relaxed. | Galway Assizes Jury Panel—Alleged 
| Reintroduction of Coercion Practices. 
Mr. ROCHE (Galway, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 


Newry Public Servant’s Grievance. 
Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a man 
named James McAlorum, residing at 
Donaghincre, Newry, employed as 
surface-man, was informed by letter 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
seen a copy of the special jury panel for 
Galway Sunmer Assizes; whether this 
panel has been prepared or the jurors 
summoned under the provisions of the 


from the assistant county surveyor on 


4 : Criminal Law Procedure (Ireland) Act; 
the 25th May that his services had been ( Babi 


if he can state when this procedure was 


dispensed with; that McAlorum vi 0) oy | ae a Sone nh 
to the county surveyor asking the 


+ See (4) Debates, exlvii., 93 
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last resorted to; and whether persons | 
charged with agrarian offences in the) 
county will be tried by a jury selected | 
from this panel. | 


Questions, 
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Mr. JOHN REDMOND: But it has 
not been used. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: There is a law 


| against crime, but if there is no crime it 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I have not 
seen the panel referred to. The names of 
the jurors on the panel have been taken 
by the sheriff from the special jurors’ 
book in the ordinary way, as provided by 
the Jury Acts. Orders have been 
obta‘ned from the King’s Bench Division 
under the third Section of the Criminal 
Law and Procedure Act directing that 
certain cases shall be tried before special 
jurors. The last case of the kind occurred 
in July, 1903, and there were four cases 
in the preceding year. The jurors to try 
the cases named in the Orders, which are 
generally of an agrarian nature, will be 
chosen by ballot from the panel. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is it not 
four years since these provisions were 
put in operation in Ireland, and is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
Recorder of Galway the other day declared 
in hischarge to the grand jury that there 
was nothing unusual in the condition of 
the county. Under these circumstances 
does the right hon. Gentleman think it 
right to inaugurate a r¢yime of coercion 
in the county ¢ 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The same 
course was taken in July, 1903. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Then I will 
ask the Prime Minister whether, seeing 
that fifty or sixty men will be tried at the 
Galway Assizes under Section 3 «f the 
Coercion Act, that this section has not 
been in operation for two years, and that 
this seems to be the inauguration of a 
coercion r/gime, he will give an opportunity 
to move an Address to the Crown under 
Section 5 for the revocation of the 
proclamation of the county under 
Section 3. 


Tur PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or THe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): I have not 
had the opportunity of making myself 
acquainted with all the circumstances, 
but I understand there has been no new 
proclamation under the Act, parts of 
Ireland having been under the section for 
years past. 


‘ 


is not enforced. An Address to the Crown 
might be a proper mode of procedure if 
the situation were newly created. There 
seems to me an impropriety in taking such 
a course while the trials are proceeding, 
especially as the opportunity for comment 
and criticism arises in the discussion of 
Irish Estimates, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND pointed out 
that, according to the Act, if theHouse pre- 
sented an Address to the Crown the 
proclamation would not continue in force. 
Would not the right hon. Gentleman 
reconsider his decision ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not deny 
that if the House of Parliament did 
present an Address to the Crown it 
would put an end to the particular 
proclamation, but it woull not be ex- 
p2dient to consider that course while the 
trials were going on. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Very well, 
at the end of Questions I shall ask 


leave to move the adjournment. 


Bryanstown Boundary Dispute. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord- Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the surveyor recently sent by 
the Land Judge’s Comt to survey 
boundaries on the estate of J. G. Musters, 
at Bryanstown, county Longford, entered 
upon and ins'sted on marking into the 
landlord’s demesne portions of un- 
reclaimed bog belonging to a man named 
John Murphy, of Cornollen, who has a 
title to these lands; and, if so, will a 
direction be given that, pending the 
decision of the County Court Judge, 
this map be not used by the Court for 
purposes of sale of this estate. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Iam informed 
that no recent survey of any of the 
lands referred to has been mad? in 
connection with any proceed ngs m the 


Land Judg»’s Court. = 
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Toneymore Grazing Farm, County 
ongford. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any steps 
have yet been taken by the Estates 
Commissioners for the acquiring of the 
large grazing farm at Toneymore, near 
Granard, county Longford, with a view 
to its sub-division amongst the tenants 
evicted and otherwise in that district. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No proceed- 
ings for the sale of this farm appear to 
have come before the Commissioners, but 
they cannot give a definite reply unless 
the name of the owner be stated. 


Crime in Limerick. 

Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that the Judges at the 
Assizes held in Limerick for some years 
past have congratulated the Grand Jury 
on the peaceable condition of the city; 
has the County Court Judge done like- 
wise; how many pairs of white gloves 
have been presented to the Judges of 
both Courts in Limerick for the past five 
years; and whether he has any reports 
of the police authorities on the condition 
of that city; and, if so, will he state 
their purport. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am glad to 
say that the facts are generally as stated 
in the first two inquiries. White gloves 
have been presented to the County Court 
Judge on nine occasions within the past 
five years, but none have been presented 
to Judges of Assize during that period. 
The condition of Limerick city in regard 
to crime is satisfactory. 


Mr. JOYCE: How about Belfast 2 


Agricultural Experiments in 
County Cavan. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
state the number of experiments under 
the Agricultural and Technical Instruc- 
tion (Ireland) Act which have been 
carried out in county Cavan for the year 
ending June 30th, 1905, giving the lowest 
valuation of any holding upon which 
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experiments were tried, with the nature 
of the experiments ; and, further, whether 
the holdings of agricultural labourers 
have been used for any of the experi- 
ments. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The number 
of experiments was thirty, namely—four 
to test the inoculation of vetches with 
nitro-culture; five to test the similar 
inoculation of clover; five to test 
varieties of potato; and sixteen to test 
the effect of sprouting seed potatoes 
before planting. The lowest valuation 
of any holding employed was £6 5s, 
No agricultural labourer’s holding was 
used. 


Mullingar Asylum. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to statements made at a 
meeting of the Longford County Council 
to the effect that patients per head in 
Mullingar Asylum in Ireland cost from 
45 to 75 per cent. more than in the 
Chester Asylum in England; and 
whether, in view of the capitation allow- 
ance in these cases, he will take some 
steps to have the Government grant in 
aid for asylums in Ireland increased so as 
to lessen the burden on the taxpayer. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The comparison 
drawn in the first part of the Question is 
inaccurate. The figures upon which 
this comparison is based are inclusive of 
building expenditure in the case of 
Mullingar Asylum, but are exclusive of 
such expenditure in the case of Chester 
Ayslum. The reply to the second inquiry 
is in the negative. 


Waterford Bridge. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether an arrange- 
ment has been come to whereby the 
sum of about £55,000, part of the sum 
of £95,000 which was lent for railway 
devclopmentzin the South of Treland, and 
which has since been repaid to the 
Treasury, will be made available for the 
creation of a free bridge in Waterford 
in place of the old toll bridge which now 
exists in that city, and which is the last 
of its kind in Great Britain or Ireland. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The sum of 
£93 000 was a loan made by the Treasury 


Questions. 


on mortgage of the Waterford, Dun- | 


garvan, and Lismore Railway, and was 
subsequently repaid to the Treasury by 
the Fishguard Company in respect of 
the sale of the Treasury interests and in 
discharge of the principal and interest 
on the loan. Representations have been 
made to me by various parties in favour 
of a Parliamentary grant in aid of 
railway connection in Cork, as proposed 
by the Junction Railways Bill now in 
Committee, and of the bridge at Water- 
ford. I have been in frequent consulta- 
tion with the Treasury on this matter, 
and they have decided to waive the 
objection which was considered to be 
fatal to a grant in 1901, and to ask 
Parliament at a convenient opportunity 
to vote a sum of £93,000 in aid of the 
two proposals mentioned. It is intended 
to vote a sum not exceeding £60,000 as 
a contribution to the cost of the scheme 
for the junction at Cork provided the 
Bill now before the Committee receives 
the approval of Parliament, and subject 
to the fulfilment of certain conditions 
which have been communicated to the 
Chairman of the Committee. The balance 
of the Vote (£33,000) will be made avail- 
able for the bridge at Waterford, and 
I cannot undertake to ask the Treasury 
to increace the grant on this project to 
£35,000. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND thanked the 
right hon. Gentleman for his statement, 
and asked if it were intended to bring in 
aSupplementary Estimate this year or 
to make provision in next year’s Esti- 
mites. Also would the Treasury take 
steps to bind its successors in the matter. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
he did not propose to bring in a Supple- 
mentary Estimate this year. As to what 
was done next year must depend on the 
circumstances of the time. He was 
afraid it was not in his power to bind 
hypothetical successors — possibly the 
hon. Gentleman h'mself would be able 


to secure the fulfilment of his desires. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: As long as | 
Wwe have a clear undertaking by both the | 
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Irish Office and the Treasury I shall be 
satisfied. 


Questions. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Our 
views are embodied in the communica- 
tions sent to the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee. 


Sm GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): I hope this will not reduce the 
Sinking Fund. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): Is there any Treasury Minute ear- 
marking this particular money for the 
purpose ?. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
There is a record of our decision on the 
subject. Thereis no power to ear-mark 
any special fund. 


The De L’Herault’s Estate. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg toask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he isaware that a fund, representing 
the De L’Herault intestate estate, was 
transferred by the Irish Government to 
the Crown’s Nominee’s Security Account, 
administered under the direction of the 
Treasury, when it had been for many 
years in the hands of the Irish Govern- 
ment, and when accounts of its state and 
management had been refused to the 
representatives of the widow of th> 
intestate to whom the money had 
originally belonged ; whether he is aware 
that the solicitor of the representatives 
of Madame De L’Herault, the widow of 
the intestate, on application to the 
Treasury for an account of this estate, 
received in reply a refusal of his request 
on the ground that his clients had no 
claim or title to this money or any part 
thereof; and whether, having regard to 
the circumstances of the transfer of this 
money from the Irish to the English 
Treasury when demands for an account 
of its management had become pressing 
in Ireland, and the circumstances of its 
management, he will direct an account of 
the state of this fund to be furnished to 


ee : J ‘the solicitor of the representatives of 
to exert sufficient influence with them | 


Madame De L’Herault. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Vicror CAvEN- 
pisu, Derbyshire, W.): The balance of 
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the estate in question was transferred to 
the Crown’s Nomince Account as is usual 
insuch cases. It is against the established 
practice to furnish outside parties with 
detailed accounts of sums so transferred. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: What was 
the date of the transfer ? 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH: April, 
1899, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland when the moneys 
of an intestate estate, known as the De 
L’Herault Estate, on which in 1879 a 
claim was made by the Crown on the | 
widow of the intestate, who thereupon | 
transferred to the lish Treasury a sum 
of £3,183 3s. 7d. India stock and | 
£1,411 5s, 6d. cash for interest thereon | 
at £5 per cent. from the death of her | 
husband in 1869, were transferred from | 
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addition, by grace of the Crown, the 
interest of the remaining half of the 
personalty for many years, as well as 
all her husband’s realty. In addition, 
the present claimant, who is no blood 
relation of Victor De L’Herault, de- 
ceased, nor one of his next of kin, but 
merely the sister-in-law of Madame De 
L’Herault, was paid by grace of the 
Crown a gratuity of £500 in full satis- 
faction of all her claims. The stock was 
in April, 1899, transferred to the Crown 
Nominee’s Security Account. Accounts 
were furnished to the Treasury at the 
time and were found to be accurate, 
and there is no reason to re-open them. 
The hon. .Member apparently fails to 
recollect that Madame De L’Herault, until 
her death in July, 1890, received all the 
interest of the fund, which accounts for 
the small accumulation. 


Sneem Postal Arrangements. 
Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 


the Trish Treasury to the English Trea- | postmaster-General whether he can now 
sury, and what were the circumstances | make any statement as to the proposed 
under which this transfer took place; | jmprovement in postal facilities, whereby 
whether he is aware that that transfer | jetters may be delivered at Sneem at au 
was made after many applications from | earlier hour than is the case at present. 
the personal representations of Madame 

De L’Herault, to whom these moneys! Ty» POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lord 
had originally belonged, for their restora- | Srantzy, Lancashire, Westhoughton) : 
tion, and that when an account of the! As [ informed the hon. Member by letter 
state of the fund was furnished so far) oy the 28th ultimo, the mail car from 
back as 1897, at the request of those| Kenmare was on the average about 
representations, it was found that! twenty minutes late in arrival at Sneem 
moneys which, in 1879, when handed to | during the month of May, the delay being 
the Irish Treasury amounted to £4,504) due to the irregular running of the 
had only increased after eighteen years | goods train which conveys the mails 
by a sum of £1,000; and whether he will, | {9 Headford Junction. The attention of 
on the part of the Irish Government, | the railway company has been drawn 





direct that a full account of the state of 
the fund and its management till trans- 
ferred from the Irish to the English 
Government be tendered to the repre- 
sentatives of Madame De I,’Herault, 
having regard to the fact that since 1897 
no account has been furnished. 


THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
TRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): As the hon. Member must, I think, 
be aware from the communication made 
to him on December 3lst last, by the 
then Chief Secretary, Madame De 


L’Herault received from the Crown all 
she was legilly entitled to, namely, one- 
half of her husband’s personalty, and in 





to the matter, and I hope some improve- 
ment will result. 


The Royal Canal. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of Trade whether 
he has any power to direct the Midland 
Great Western Railway Company, 3s 
owners of the Royal Canal, to clean up 
and keep this waterway in a condition fit 
for ordinary traffic; and, if so, will he 
take steps to see that the canal in the 
vicinity of Longford is cleaned imme- 
diately. , 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The Board of 


Trade have no powers which would 
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enable them to take the action desired 
by the hon. Member, but I am informed 
that the Commissioners of Public Works 
in Ireland act as Commissioners for the 
control of the Royal Canal under an Act 
of 1818, and that as a result of a very 
recent inspection of the canal they have 
called upon the company to put the 
waterway, including the Longford 
branch of it, ina proper condition, 


The Unemployed Bill. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) : I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the ‘Treasury whether he can now state 
definitely whether he will proceed with 
the Unemployed Bill this session ; and, 
if not, will he convene an early autumn 
session for the purpose of placing the 
ill on the Statute-book. 


Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
I cannot make any definite statement on 
the Unemployed Bill. It depends on 
the general course of business. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil) asked whether the Unemployed 
Hill was to be considered on its merits or 
whether its further progress was to 
depend on the progress of other 
measures, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The progress 
of this Bill, as of other Government 
business, depends upon the method in 
which Government business is treated by 
the Members of the House. It must bo 
evident—I do not say it in a critical 
spirit, but ina mathematical spirit — that, 
if large portions of time are taken up 
with discussions, which may or may not 
be important, upon other measures, it is 
impossible for every Gentleman to get 
the measure passed which is nearest to 
his heart. If, for instance, the hon. 
Member occupies Government time as 
he did last night between twelve o'clock 
and half-past three he can hardly 
complain if some difficulty is thrown in 
the way of the Bill which he desires to 
pass. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: It was not 
Government time after twelve o’clock, 
and I did not interfere with the progress 
of Government business. 
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I desire to ask | 
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have an opportunity of passing equally 
with the Aliens Biil, and whether a day 
will be given to the ‘Committee stage of 
the Unemployed Bill before the Aliens 
Bill is again taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member must know that if the Resolution 
on the Paper passes, and I hope it will, it 
will be impossible to comply with his 
request. 


Mr. LEVY asked whether the right 
hon. Gentleman considered the Unem- 
ployed Bill to be of less importance than 
the Redistribution Resolution. 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Ministerial Pledges. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : I 
' beg to ask the Prime Minister whether, in 
veiw of the explicit and definite pledge 
given by him earlier in the session, that in 
the event of Money Bills being taken after 
twelve o'clock at night he would give notice 
at the Table, and that the failure to give 
notice of the intention to take the Con- 
solidated Fund (No. 2) Bill on the previous 
night was a departure from that very 
definite pledge, he will in future, for the 
convenience of the House, see that proper 
notice is given. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUK. said, so far as 
his memory served him, the pledge 
referred only to the Report stage of Money 
Resolutions. 


Mr. DALZIEL said that if the right 
hon. Gentleman would refresh his memory 
he would find that in Answer to a Ques- 
tion put by himself he did give the pledge 
referred to. 


Unanswered Questions—Lord Curzon. 

Mr. SWIFL MACNEILL asked 
if Lord Curzon had informed the Home 
fovernment that unless certain modifica 
tions were introduced into the Order 
recently issued regarding the Military 
Command in India he would resign, and 
what answer, if any, had been returned. 
Further he desired to know what explana- 
tion the Secretary for India had to give o 
his failure to have the Answer to this Ques- 
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tion circulated with the Votes on Friday 
last, seeing that — the rules it was his 
absolute duty, in cases where starred 
Questions were a answered—as was the 
case with this Question last Thursday — 
to send the Answer for circulation. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: [ do not think this 
Question comes within the purview of the 
rule which allows Questions of urgency to 
be put after five minutes to three. 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE. 


{COMMONS} [Expenses]. 1900 
NEW BILLS. 
VALUATION (IRELAND) (No, 2) BILL. 


‘To amend the Irish Valuation Acts,” 
presented by Mr. Joseph Devlin; 
supported by Mr, Patrick O’Brien, Mr, 
William McKillop, Mr. K'Ibride, and Mr. 
Fie'd; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
259, ] 

CANALS (No. 2) BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to 
Canals,” presented by Sir John Brunner ; 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND, Member for | to be read a second time upon Monday 


Waterford, rose in his place, and asked | 


leave to move the Adjournment of the 
House for the purpose of discussing a 
definite matter of urgent public im- 
portance, viz., ‘the putting into opera- 
tion in the county of Galway of Section 
3 of the Crim‘nal Law and Procedure 
(Ireland) Act, 1887, after an interval of 
some years, and without any justification 
having been shown for such a course ;” 
but the pleasure of the House not having 


been signified, Mr, SpEaKER called on | 


those Members who supported the Motion 
to rise in their places, and not less than 
forty Members having accordingly risen :— 





next, and to be printed. [Bill 260.] 


ALIENS [EXPENSES]. 

Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
this House will, To-morrow, resolve 
itself into a Committee to consider of 
authorising the payment, out of moneys 
to be provided by Parliament, of the 
salary and remuneration of any officers, 
inspectors, or persons appointed under 
any Act of the present session to amend 
the Law with regard to Aliens, and of any 
expenses incurred in carrying such Act 
into effect (King’s recommendation signi- 





_ | fied).’—(Sir A, Acland-Hood.) 
The Motion stood over, under Standing 
Order No. 10, until the Evening Sitting, | - House divided:—Ayes, 259; 
this day. | Noes, 141. (Division List No, 239.) 
AYES. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Bigwood, James Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Bill, Charles Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. HonSirH 
Bagot, Capt Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Buldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.HnA.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmood 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 


| Brodrick, Rt. Hon. Sc. 
| Brown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh. 
| Brymer, William Ernest 

| Bull, William James 


Bingham, Lord 

Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H F.( Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson(King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

John 


Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar) 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.JA(Glasgow 
Campbell, J.H.M.(DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 


| Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J. (Birm. 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hn. JA( Wore 


| Chapman, Edward 


Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Sir TR(TowerHamlets 
Dickson, Chas. Scott 
Dimsdale, Rt. Hn. Sir J. C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 


| Douglas, Rt Hn. A. Akers 


Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Dyke, Rt Hn Sir William Hart 


| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
| Fardell, Sir T. George 


Fergusson, RtHnSir J. Manc’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B(Inv’rn’ss B’ghs 
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Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir RobertPenros 
Fitzroy, Hn. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S.W. ) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, SirEW(P’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D(Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir Jas (Staffords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 

Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,JW (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd,Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn.James Henry Cecil 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 


Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt.Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.(Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hn. Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Lamont, Norman 

Law, AndrewBonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W(Mile End) 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Farebam 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick, N.S. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thos. (Derbyshire) 
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Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long,RtHnWalter (Bristol, S. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


| Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 


| Macdona, John Cumming 
| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
| Maconochie, A. W. 


M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 


| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, lan 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt.Hn.Sir HF(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Vale tine 
Meysey-Thomson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. 'Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, RtHnSir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 
Mitchell, William Burnley) 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montague Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 

O’ Neilt, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm, Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 


| Pierpoint, Robert 
! Pilkington, Colonel Richard 


| 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine _ 
Ritchie, RtHn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney 
tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


NOES. 


Benn, John Williams 


| Black, Alexander William 


Boland, John 


| Brigg, John 


Bright, Allan Heywood 


| Browa, G. M. (Edinburgh) 


Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
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| Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
| Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
| Sackville, Col. 8. G Stopford- 
| Samuel, SirH. S. (Limehouse) 
| Saunderson, RtHnColEdw. J. 
| Seely, Chas Hilton (Lincoln) 
| Seely, Maj.JEB(Isle of Wight) 
| Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H(Renfrew) 
| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, Rt. HnJParker (Lanarks 
Spencer, Sir E (W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M“Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn.JG (Oxf dUniv. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E.(Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Sir W.H.( Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt HnER(Bath) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


[Expenses]. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES.—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 





sryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, NE( York, NRWhitby) 
Caldwell, James 
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Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, §8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P, C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Edwards, Frank 

Ellice, CaptEC(SAndrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir FrancisH( Maidstone 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 
Gladstone, RtHnHerb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hutchinson, Dr Charles Fredk 
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Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) | 
Jacoby, James Alfred | 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) | 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P. (CavanW 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex (Donegal, W. 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J, F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M’Crae, George | 
M’Kenna, Reginald 

M’Killop, W. ((Sligo, North) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. John( Montrose 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tippe rary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor a N.) 
O'Shaughnessy, P. 

Power, Patrick Jeoaph 


(Scotland) Bill. 


| Wallace, 
| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
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| Price, Robert John 
| Rea, Russell 


Reddy, M. 


| Redmond, John E. (Waterford 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


| Roche, Augustine (Cork) 


tose, Charles Day 


| Russell, T. W. 
| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland 


Shackleton, David James 


| Shaw, Thos (Hawick B.) 


Sheehy, David 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
| Spencer, Rt. HnCR(Northants 


Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 
Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R 


Toulmin, George 
Robert 


Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 

| Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 

| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J(York, W. R. 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

| Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N 

)| Young, Samuel 

TELLERS FOR THE Noges—Mr. 
Trevelyan and Mr. Runci- 
man. 





CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[SEcoND READING.] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): Sir, in 
rising to move the Second Reading of 
this Bill, I think it would be desirable 
that I should explain some of the main 
provisions of the Bill, but also it would 
suit the convenience of the House if, in 
view of negotiations and arrangements 
and conversations which have taken place, 
I should also indicate some of the altera- 
tions which the Government are prepared 
to consider in the terms of the Bill as 
they now stand. I am quite aware that 
perhaps, strictly speaking, that is not 
entirely in accordance with the rules of 
a Second Reading speech, but T am sure 





everyone in the House will regard it as 


eminently desirable for the convenience of 
those interested in the question. May I 
remind hon. Members who are not 
thoroughly well versed in this Scotch 
ecclesiastical position, of some of the 
circumstances which led up to the condi- 
tion of affairs necessitating, in the judg- 
ment of the Government, the introduction 
of this Bill. Prior to 1900, in addition to 
the Church of Scotland, there were in Scot- 
land two large Presbyterian Churches, 
known as the Free Church and the United 
Presbyterian Church. In 1900 a union was 
arranged between those two bodies. The 
large majority of the Free Church was 
in favour of the union, but there was a 
small protesting minority, and the union 
having taken place in Oc ‘tober, 1900, it 
was followed by an action, caine at the 
instance of the minority, to have it found 
and declared that the union was wera 
vires of the Free Church, and that legal 
effect’ could not be given to it. On the 
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other hand, the majority took proceed- 
ings in Court with a view to having it 
determined that the minority, who had 
retained some few of the churches, some 
twenty-six or twenty-seven, were no 
longer members of the Free Church and 
ought to be evicted from the churches 
and houses they then possessed. Judg- 
ment was given in favour of those sup- 
porting the union in the Scotch Courts, 
but in the House of Lords this judgment 
was reversed, and two passages from the 
judgment I should like to refer to as they 
bear upon the terms of the Bill and the 
discussions we are now entering upon. 
The House of Lords declared that— 

“The association of a body of Christians, 
calling themselves the United Free Church, has 
no right, title, or interest in any part of the 
whole land, property, and sums of money.” 
which, to put it shortly, were the pro- 
perty of the Free Church as at the date of 
the union. On the other hand, they 
declared that— 

“The adults who constituted the Free 
Church of Scotland are, and lawfully represent, 
the said Free Church, and are entitled to have 
the said lands, property, and funds applied.—” 
I direct special attention to the words 
I am now to read— 
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‘also, in April 


“according to the terms of the trusts upon | 


which they are respectively held for the good of 
themselves and those adhering to and associated 
with them.” 

That judgment affected a considerable 
sum of money, amounting to between, 
roughly speaking, £1,250,000 and 
£2,000,000, and hereditable property to a 
considerable extent also. The correspond- 
ing judgment pronounced in the House of 
Lords dealt precisely with some four 
churches, though I believe the result, if it 
had been adverse to the minority, would 
have decided the question as to all the 
churches they possessed. Following upon 
that a great deal of litigation took place 


in Scotland with regard to the congrega- | 


tional property which was in the pos- 
session of the united body, the majority ; 
and which had not been, in point of fact, 
technically included in the part, made the 
subject of discussion and adjudication 


by the House of Lords sitting in this | 


matter in its judicial and not in its ad- 
ministrative capacity. Ultimately, a 
Royal Commission was appointed to 
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of this year, recom- 
mending that the situation which -had 
been created was one which required 
Parliamentary interference and that 
that interference should take the shape 
of the appointment of an Executive Com- 
mission with power to deal with the 
property in question and the subjects in 
dispute between the two Churches. In 
particular they reported that, in the use 
and the administration of the whole or 
any part of the property, the first con- 
sideration should be the adequate pro- 
vision for the purposes for which the 
funds were raised, but, where the minority, 
the smaller body, were unable to execute 
the trust, the Commission should have 
power to transfer the property to the 
United Free Church, but no such trans- 
ference should take place except upon 
equitable conditions, and especially upon 
the due performance of the trust being 
secured, The Report said that provision 
should be made for the equipment 
of the Free Church as a Christian 
Free Church according to the standard 
which prevails in the old Presby- 
terlan Church of Scotland, proceeding 
upon a full estimate of its numbers 
and making allowance in determining 
the amount of allowance for such 
equipment for any unfavourable cir- 
cumstances arising out of the poverty 
of the congregations or otherwise. Then 
followed several recommendations which 
I do not think I need trouble the House 
by reading, but which I refer to to point 
out that all of them, dealing with con- 
gregational property, mission funds, and 
general trust property, had this in view, 
according to the judgment of the Com- 
mission, that provision should be made 
for what they call the future develop- 
ment of the Free Church, that being, they 
thought, that the actual state of the Free 
Church at the precise moment when the 
Executive Commission came to discharge 


its functions should not stereotype the 


matter, but that some consideration 
should be allowed for the future develop- 
ment and growth of the smaller body. 


The Report of the Commission was con- 
sidered by the Government, and, as a 
result, the present Bill was introduced 


inquire and report upon the subject, and | The Bill, I agree, differs in some respects 
they reported, as all Scotch Members from the recommendations of the Com- 
are aware, and many English Members | mission, and in some respects probably 
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will be in favour of one body and in 
other respects in favour of the other, 
but the reasons for these departures were 
to a large extent found in the develop- 
ment and discussion which had taken 
place upon the Report of the Commis- 
sion after it was issued and_ before 
the Bill was actually introduced into 
this House. I think I can probably, 
with the greatest advantage, explain the 
Government position if I ask hon. 
Members kindly to turn to the copy of 
the Bill. The first section, which has 
three sub-sections, deals with the appoint- 
ment of the Commission, and in Sub- 
section 1 it is provided that the Com- 
mission established under this Act shall 
allocate between the Free Church and 
the United Free Church the property 
in question as defined by this Act in 
such manner as appears to the Com- 
mission fair and equitable having regard 
to all the circumstances of the case, but 
subject to the provisions of this Act. 
Then, as the House is aware, in accord- 
ance with the promise [ made in in- 
troducing the Bill, the names of the 
Commissioners were to be communi- 
cated to the House. That was done, I 
think, some ten days ago, the Commis- 
sioners being the three gentlemen who 
acted as members of the Elgin 
Commission, Lord Elgin, Lord Kinnear, 
and Sir Ralph Anstruther, with two 
others added, Sir Thomas Gibson-Car- 
michael, and Sir Charles Logan; and I 
think I may say that the names of the 
Commissioners have been received in 
a manner to show that they have the 
confidence of those interested in this 
matter. 


The Government do not propose to 
make any alteration of that first sub- 
section, but with regard to the second 
sub-section, which provided the method 
by which the Commission were to 
ascertain what congregations were to be 
dealt with as Free Church congregations 
and what as United Free Church con- 
gregations, in view of the meetings and 
consultations which have taken place, 
we do propose to consider as to making 
a change in the terms. The House 
knows that the Commission were to 
inquire as to the numbers of the Free 
Church as at the date of their inquiry, 
and if they had then a third of what 


Mr. Scott Dickson. 
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the undivided congregation would have 
been they were to get the church. 
Various representations have been made, 
and as a result of these, the Government 
are not unwilling to consider this modifi- 
cation, that instead of taking the date of 
the inquiry as the time at which the 
Commission actually comes to deal with 
the case, or the date of the present Act—I 
do not care which it would have been—we 
should have been prepared to favourably 
consider the proposal to go back to the 
state of things as in 1900. But while 
that might result, roughly speaking, in 
the survivors of the 1900 congregation 
being taken as the basis, it appears to 
us that the reversal from 1905-6 to 
1900 would require careful consideration 
of what the proportion should be, and 
whether it is not necessary, as a con- 
sequence of that, that the proportion 
should be reduced. [Cries of “ Oh!”] I 
do not expect that my proposal will 
meet with universal acceptance on both 
sides of the House, but that is the attitude 
of the Government in regard to the matter. 


There is a question on that clause. 
Members and adherents, the House will 
notice, are both mentioned. We pro- 
pose to adhere to the inclusion of the 
adherents for a reason which certainly 
all who are acquainted with the Highlands 
will appreciate, where undoubtedly the 
greater part of the Free Church congrega- 
tions are situated, and where special 
views are held as to the time and cireum- 
stances when the burden of membership 
of the Church should be taken up, and, of 
course, we adhere to the view that the 
adherents must also be taken into 
account. It has also been suggested 
that we should put a clause into the Bill 
defining an adherent, and while I have 
not, in the least, a conclusive opinion on 
that subject, I will tell the House frankly 
that I am not in favour of it, and for 
this reason. What we do propose is 
that the Commissioners, who are all 
Scotchmen, and all acquainted with the 
ecclesiastical situation and circumstances 
of the country, should have absolute and 
complete power to determine who are 
members and who are adherents, and we 
think it will be far better to leave that 
definition to them than to try to burden 
the Bill with it. They will, of course, see 
that no one but bona fide members and 
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adherents are taken into account, and 
if the Bill does not provide—as I think 
it does—adequately and completely for 
their having complete power in that 
matter we are quite willing to make it 
perfectly plain, and accordingly the 
view we take in this matter is that we 
are acting wisely in leaving the Com- 
mission full discretion and judgment. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.) : What 
proportion do you suggest ? 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The propor- 
tion would be, if there should be a change, 
that instead of a third it should be a 
fourth. [Cries of “Oh!”] I can assure 
the House that there are considerations 
on the other side from those who murmur 
against my suggestion, which are well 
worthy of consideration. I do not think 
it would serve any good purpose on a 
Second Reading debate to enter into 
these details. I trust the House will 
take it that the proposal to make that 
change has not been made, and that the 
decision was not arrived at, without 
having very good reasons for taking 
these things into account. 

Then on the same sub-section there are 
three lines on the top of page 2— 
lines 5, 6, and 7,—which run at present 
as follows— 

“With power, however, to make special 
arrangements where several church buildings 
are situated in the same neighbourhood, and 
in any other cases which appear to them” (the 
Commissioners) “to require exceptional treat- 
ment.” 

That is to say, while a specific rule is 
laid down in the preceding part of the 
section governing the general case coming 
up to 1900, the Commissioners shall 
have full power to make special arrange- 
ments where there are several church 
buildings, or a church and hall in the 
same village or parish, or where in any 
other case there is necessity for ex- 
ceptional treatment. I understand that 
those who are advocates of the United 
Free Church consider that that applies 
only to cases where there would be 
allocation to the Free Church. I do not 
think that is a fair reading of it, and if it 
be we are quite willing to insert words 
so as to make it apply to both Churches 
alike, giving to the Commissioners full 
discretion in the matter. 
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I think I have sufficiently explained 
the considerations which the Government 
have adopted so far as Sub-section 2 is 
concerned. Then with regard to Sub- 
section 3 there are four purposes, the 
House will notice which are proposed 
to be dealt with. That is the section 
which authorises the Commission, passing 
away from congregational property, to 
deal with the general property of a 
church, and to declare how much the 
smaller body is to get. The sub-section 
is as follows— 

“The Commission shall make adequate pro- 
vision for the education of the students of the 
Free Church, for the support of aged and infirm 
ministers, and of widows and orphans of minis- 
ters of that Church, for supplementing congrega- 
tional contributions towards the support of 
the ministers of that Church, and for the general 
purposes of that Church, and shall appropriate 
for those objects either collectively or severally 
such of the property to be allocated by them as 
they think proper.” 

I think these four purposes naturally 
divide themselves into two classes, the 
first class containing the first two, namely, 
the provision of education for the 
students of the Free Church, and the 
provision for the support of aged and 
infirm ministers, and of the widows and 
orphans of ministers of that Church. The 
reason I put these in a separate class is 
that there are already in the general 
funds of the Church special funds set 
apart for colleges and bursaries, and 
special buildings appropriated for colleges, 
and, accordingly, there is a fund out of 
which special provision can be made 
for anything that is required for 
the education of Free Church students 
without trenching on any other fund. 
In the same way aged and infirm ministers 
and the widows and orphans of ministers 
of the Church are provided for by the 
Aged and Infirm Ministers’ Fund, which 


‘runs up to £170,000 or £180,000. There 


is also a widows and orphans’ fund, so that 
there is a special fund out of which the 
Commission can make adequate provision 
for the Free Church without trenching at 
all on any other fund. 


With regard to the matter of supple- 
menting the congregational contributions 
towards the support of the ministers, that 
stands in a somewhat different position. 
As the Bill stood in its original form—the 
form in which it is now in the hands of 


Members—it would have been in the 
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power of the Commission to take from any 
funds, whatever their original purpose 
was, so much as was required to supple- 
ment the stipends of the Free Church 
ministers or to provide the funds necessary 
for the general purposes of the Church. 
Further information given since the 
Bill was introduced—and we have been 
anxious to get it from those engaged on 
both sides of the controversy—has satis- 
fied us that there is a larger fund available 
of what may be called free money than 
was originally contemplated. I do not 
think I need trouble the House with 
the details of it, but shortly they 
come to this. There is the Sustentation 
Fund, the Home Mission Fund, the High- 
lands and Islands Fund,the various special 
congregational endowments, and what 
I may call miscellaneous funds, which 
would amount, using the term = in 
quite a general way, to a free fund of 
something between £350,000 and 
£400,000. Then the House will notice 
that under Sub-section 2 of Section 2 
there is power to the Commission, if 
they think fit, to order that any property 
other than congregational property al- 
located to either Church under this Act, | 
shall be burdened with such bond or 
charge in favour of the other Church 
as they may direct. Having in view 
the increase beyond what we thought 
at the time the Bill was introduced— 
the increased amount of the free fund— 
and the negotiations we have had as to 
the powers of bond, we are of opinion 
that we can alter Sub-section 3 of the 
first section which I am dealing with 
in such a way as certainly to secure 
that there shall be no diversion of foreign 
mission funds at all, and I hope and 
believe no diversion of any special fund 
to the Free Church at all. But I state 
unhesitatingly now, that there will be 
no diversion of the foreign mission 
funds, and I believe and fully expect 
that we shall be able to frame the clause 
so that the free fund, plus the power 
of bond, will give the Commission an 
ample fund for anything that may be 
required to establish the Free Church. 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): Not to establish the 
Free Church ? 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: 





Well, we 
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do not propose to embark on any such | 
Mr, Scott Dickso 


(Scotland) Bil. 1012 


enterprise. Perhaps a more fitting ex- 
pression would be “to give an estab- 
lishment to the Free Church.” I mean, 
using the language of the Commission 
literally, to provide an equipment for 
the Free Church. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth): Does the 
right hon. Gentleman say that the 
free fund would embrace the endowments 
of particular churches ¢ 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: What I 
meant was that there were, as far as 
we can judge, some of the churches 
which would undoubtedly be allocated 
to the Free Church with their special 
endowments, and it would be only to 
that extent. Of course, there is no 
proposal to divert the endowments of 
any particular church from that church 
to any other church. The result of 
that, of course, would be that the last 
three lines of Sub-section 3— 

“And shall appropriate for those objects 
either collectively or severally such of the pro- 
perty to be allocated by them as they think 
proper.” 


would be altered so as to be confined 
altogether, I believe, to the free money. 
Now I hope the House will agree that 
these are alterations which, at any 
rate, show our desire, so far as possible, 
to mect what we believe to be the justice 
of the case, and I am quite certain 
that no objection will be taken to the 
mode of communicating the proposed 
changes to the House. Of course, neces- 
sarily there will be terms to adjust 
as to the precise form in which the Bill 
is to be expressed. I have explained 
as fairly and precisely as I can all the 
changes we contemplate. 


Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): Has the 
right hon. Gentleman exhausted the 
changes ? 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: No, there 
is one matter which is not mentioned 
in the Bill, which has been the subject 
of discussion and consideration. The 
House will notice that in line 11, 
one of the purposes is— 

“For supplementing congregational contribu- 
tions towards the support of the ministers of 
that Church.” 
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It has been suggested that there may 
be some nodules of Free Church popula- 
tion not large enough to be entitled 


to the church, and yet for which some 


provision must be made, and _ the 
question has been asked whether 
those should have supplements to- 
wards their congregational contributions. 
The Bill proposes that supplements 
should be confined to cases where the 
Free Church gets the buildings and that 
those small bodies of the dispersed 
Free Church people must be provided for 
by missionaries, on the principle of the 
ordinary home mission system, who 
would attend to their spiritual needs. 


There is one other matter on which I 
would like to say a word. Clause 2, 
Sub-section 1, gives power to the Com- 
mission to make temporary orders in 
regard to any allocation under this Act. 
It has been suggested that it might be 
useful if powers were also given to the 
Commission to make orders for the tem- 
porary use of the buildings in the interval 
before matters are concluded. That 
involves a modification of the Bill and 
may be of great service, and I propose 
that that should be given effect to. I 
need not trouble the House by going over 
the powers given to the Commission under 
Section 2, The purpose is to give them 
full powers to make the orders, as sug- 
zested by the Elgin Commission, author- 
tative by executive authority, and togive 
a final judgment which shall not be 
reviewable or subject to suspension in 
any Court of law. If the parties do not 
agree to these orders it may be necessary 
to go into the Courts of law to get execu- 
tion. There will be no power to review 
or to reconsider the judgment—it will 
be merely a power to see that the order ot 
the Commission shall be carried into 
eflect. Clause 3 deals with the constitu- 
tion of the Commission. The full 
measure of the importance of that has 
been given to the House already when the 
Bill was issued. 


Appropriately, in connection with 
Clause 4, which deals with the pro- 
perty, one very large question has 
been raised, and that is whether sums 
of money derived or to be derived from 
legacies left under these circumstances, 
where the will or trust deeds were exe- 
cuted before the date of the union, but 
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did not come into operation until after 
the union, in respect that the testator 
only died after that date—whether these 
legacies are to be made subject to the 
disposal of the Commission. The con- 
sideration of both sets of circumstances 
as to how they should be dealt with are, 
I confess, weighty, and the question is not 
at all free from difficulty. The sum 
involved is, I admit, a large one. It 
amounts to £300,000, and I think in one 
case under a trust deed it amounts to 
£125,000 or £150,000. For my own part 
I should like to be more acquainted with 
the precise terms of the trust deeds 
before making up my mind on the matter. 
There are considerations which point in 
the matter of finance to reasons why the 
possibility or difficulty of putting these 
funds into the hands of the Commission 
should be removed ,; and I am in hopes 
thet that will be done. Further than 
that I cannot go at the moment, and I 
trust that the Hovse will be content 
with the statement which I have made. 
But the question is receiving the most 
careful consideration of the Government 
with every desire to arrive at a decision 
that is fair and just to both parties. 


So far I have dealt with the alterations 
we propose to make in the Bill. I now 
come to the fifth clause, which deals with 
the proposal we have made in regard to the 
Church of Scotland. I am afraid I shall re- 
quire to trouble the House with a little 
of the historical position of this matter. 
But I shall be as brief as_ possible. 
Especially I would like those of my 
friends on this side of the House who 
are Englishmen to appreciate entirely 
the situation of the Scottish Church. 
May I be allowed to say, dealing with 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition when the 
Bill was introduced, and dealing with 
his remarks from no controversial point 
of view—because I can quite understand 
that it was difficult to appreciate the 
proposals we were making without 
having the terms of the Bill before 
him—but I think I shall be able to 
satisfy him betore I have done that 
he hardly did justice in the remarks 
which he made at that time to what we 
actually propose. ‘The right hon. Gen- 
tleman spoke of giving to the Church 
of Scotland a new constitution; of 
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altering the constitution of the Church 
of Scotland; of tampering with the 
formularies and creeds of an ecclesias- 


- (COMMONS} 


tical body; of rewriting its constitu- | 


tion and so on. 


I confess that I do not 


think that that at all fairly represents 


the proposal contained in this Bill. If 
I may remind the House, the foundation 
of our Scottish Presbyterian Church, so 


far as the matter we are now dealing | 


with is concerned, is based on the sta- 
tute of 1690—what I regard as the con- 
cluding statute of the Revolution settle- 
ment. That statute prescribes that— 


“Likeas they by these Presents ratify and | 


establish the Confession of Faith now read in th4 Church of Scotland as primarily 


their presence and voted and approven by them | 


as the public and avowed Confession of this | 
Church containing the sum and substance of | 


the doctrine of the reformed Churches.” 
That, I think, has always been re- 
garded as a charter of the Church of 
Scotland. The House will observe it 
went only to this length, to ratify and 
establish the Confession of Faith as the 
public and avowed confession ot the 
Church of Scotland; it required no 
subscription. It prescribed no formula, 
and we do not propose in any way to 
interfere with, omit, modify, or mitigate 
that statute. The Confession of Faith 
still remains the public and avowed 
faith of the Church of Scotland. But, 
following on that Parliamentary ratifi- 
cation of the confession, the General 
Assembly itself in that very year did 
prescribe a formula, because they passed 
an Act of Assembly by which it is re- 
quired that all persons admitted as 
ministers, preachers, or elders should be 
“obliged to subscribe their approbation of 
the Confession of Faith approven by former 
General Assemblies of this Church, and ratified 
in the second session of the current Parliament.” 


So that the House will see that that was 
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communion with us in Church 
to subscribe their 
approbation of the Confession of Faith, approven 
| by former General Assemblies of this Church, 
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ceived into 
government, be obliged 


and ratified in the second session of the curren 
Parliament.” 


Mr. WHITLEY 
enacted that ? 


(Halifax): Who 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: The General 
Assembly of the Church of Scotland. 
The Parliament did not enact anything 
except that the Confession of Faith 
must be avowed as the confession of the 
Church of Scotland, but it required no 
subscription. That is the position of 


and conclusively established by law 
under the Revolution settlement. The 
Church Courts enacted what was required 
from their ministers and office bearers, 
but that was not a matter with which 
Parliament had anything to do. Now, 
that is a feature which, at any rate, 
English Churchmen and English Noncon- 
formists should keep in view: that so 
far as the requirements of individual 
ministers and the elders are concerned 
in regard to subscription, Parliament 
did not deal with it at all. The view 
I have expressed arises from the statute 


of 1693 which was passed by what Lord 


the first introduction of subscription or | 


formula so far as the question with 
which I am dealing is concerned. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth): Can the right hon. 
Gentleman give the exact years ¢ 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: In 1690 the 
General Assembly enacted that— 

“For retaining soundness and unity of doc- 
trine it is judged necessary that all proba- 
tioners licensed to preach, all intrants into the 


ministry, and all other ministers and elders re- | he will constantly adhere to.’ 


Mr. Scott Dickson. 


Macaulay, who studied these matters 
better than any of us have done, spoke 
of as a “ strange Parliament.” 


*Mr. McCRAE: No stranger than this 
one. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON : Lord Macau- 
lay speaks of it as Erastus, as even King 
William, would desi1e, and that Parlia- 
ment undoubtedly did pass this Act, 
that the ministers and eldeis would be 
required to sign this declaration, that 
they professed and declared that the 
aforesaid. confession was their Confession 
of Faith, and 

‘That no person be admitted or continued 
for hereafter to be a minister or preacher within 
the Church, unless that he, having first taken 
and subscribed the oath of allegiance and sub- 


| scribed the assurance in manner appointed by 


another Act of this present session of Parlia- 
ment made therenent, do also subscribe the 
Confession of Faith ratified in the aforesaid 
tifth Act of the second session of this Parlia- 
ment, declaring the same to be the confession 
of his faith, and that he owns the doctrine 
therein contained to be the true doctrine, which 
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Now, the reason for that Act being passed, | of Scotland, and especially among those 
was that at that time, when a change was | who were either engaged as teachers for 
being made from Episcopalian rule to the | the ministry or were young men desir- 
Presbyterian rule, there were a consider- | ing to join the ministry, to get a relaxa- 
able number of clergymen who had| tion of its formula, and that relaxation 
formerly acted as Episcopalian clergymen, | was given, so far as the lay officers of the 
and it was believed that they were willing | Church were concerned, by the Church’s 
to conform to the Presbyterian Church. | own hands. What we now ask, recog- 
The Presbyterian Church declined to) nising that we are the Established 
receive them, and this Act was passed | Church, is that we should be given the 
to secure that if the nonconforming | same relaxation of that formula which 
Episcopalian clergy were willing to make | has existed for 200 years, and we ask it 
that declaration, and if they first took the | on this ground—that we are dealing with 
oath of allegiance, and then accepted the | a pecuniary question to a large extent, 
Confession of Faith as the confession of | but which is of great interest; not only 
their faith, the Church was to receive! to the two Presbyterian Churches con- 
them. That was never accepted by the | cerned, but to all Presbyterians and to 
Church as a Bill which Parliament ought | all Scotsmen. And we find that the 
to have passed ; but in the following year | Church which is now the United Free 
the General Assembly passed an Act of | Church is claiming to have the power 
Assembly—and I ask the attention of | not merely to alter its formula, but its 
the House to the preamble— | subordinate standards including the Con- 

“That this Commission may receive into | fession of Faith. We do not propose to 
ministerial communion such of the late conform- | give the Church of Scotland any power 
ing ministers as, having qualified themselves ac- | to alter the Confession of Faith, but we 
— se ~ oy apply personally to them, | do say in this matter of subscription that 

y one, duely and orderly, and shall ac- | : : ‘ : 
knowledge, engage, and subscribe upon the end | the result will be, if you give the United 
of the Confession of Faith,” | Free Church the income of relief which we 
ne Pee tartalle | think it is entitled to and we propose to 
jean hich id not iatrlgive itt youll handap the Choro 

i 1693 7 fe ' th pagel ane Mee s| of Scotland in a way which would be 
sii refer to mat as showing Ma’! intolerable and leave a sense of unfair- 
the purpose of the Act of 1693 was, as | nen and. tittenee belied i fee 
the preamble of the Act of the General | y,~ : 
Assembly bears out, to allow the Episco- | argent pe aeleanall et Rh Rte 
palian clerg ; who were willing to accept | of Foothund iany think tat ones 
that denarcon being received into the [ot cant pentane: 5 cam ae See 

see a ok ihe Clini g| that if the threat of the possibility of 
ministerial communion of the Church of | pecuniary disendowment is bad, there 


| 
Scotland. There seems to have been no |?! . . . 
: ‘ There 7 /is a worse kind of disendowment which 


ett ge Sit Pigg phage end pe | prevents the best men who want to enter 
Scotland adopted a new policy and im- | me — os the a 
posed more stringent formularies than | a, pie agri ees ti ee “ 
those of 1693. That formula continued | Te ke. : i a ee 
vntil 1889, sc that so far as the records go | en ee ee 
from 1711 to 1889 it was not accepted | 
as the formula for ministers, but on the | 
contrary a formula prescribed by the 
General Assembly was taken, and it is 
only since 1889 that that formula has 
been really in operation. 





I think this clause is essential if we 
wish to establish ecclesiastical peace 
/in Scotland, and to prevent a feeling 
of injustice, unfairness, and_ bitter- 
| ness remaining which would be per- 
| fectly intolerable. To my mind there is 

It has been said that this question of | no step being taken in this Bill beyond 
formula is a new one; but that, surely,| what is fair. The proposal is that the 
is not a correct representation. Every- | Church should have the power to alter the 
one knows that since the time that the | formula, but not the power to alter the 
Church of England received the relaxa- | Confession of Faith, and only if a majority 
tion of its formula in 1865, there has | of the Presbyteries agree toit. Lamsure 
been a consistent agitation in the Church /a good many English Members do not 
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appreciate what that means. We have 
some eighty or ninety Presbyteries in 
Scotland, composed half of clergy and half 
of laity, yet every layman’s vote counts 
as much as a clergyman’s. In our 
synods, while there is a small preponder- 
ance of the clergy, there is an enormously 
large minority of the laity. Is there 
any suggestion in Scotland that the pro- 
posal we make would lead to any of the 
evils that have been conjured up through 
this clause 4 


Mr. FINDLAY (Lanarkshire, N.E.): 
Why should this clause be introduced 


{COMMONS} 





in the Bill at all ? 


| Bill attracts the most attention. The 
We are) 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: 
dealing with a difficult and complicated | 
question in Scotland, and we do not think | 
it fair to deal with it in such a way as | 
would handicap the Church of Scotland, | 
and leave the non-established Churches | 
free. The result would be that the) 
younger men desiring to enter the | 
ministry would seek the wider portals of 
the United Free Church and the Church 
of Scotland would not at least get the 
more tender consciences. We think we | 
are entitled to be put on a fair platform | 
with the others. I am quite satisfied of | 
this; you will not find in Scotland any | 
» man, to whatever Church he belongs, who | 
will oppose this proposal on its merits. 
The House will keep in view that the 
Church of Scotland differs from the 
Church of England in this respect—that 
so far as trials for heresy or false doctrine 
are concerned the Church of Scotland 
Courts are absolutely supreme. Thev 
cannot be ruled by any civil Court, but 
they have absolute discretion to say: 
‘This man has erred in this doctrine,” 
and ‘‘ We shall call him to account,” or 
“We shall not call him to account,” 
and when they have pronounced judg- 
ment no civil Court can interfere with the 
judgment. I think that goes deep into 
the matter. I think I have indicated 
the grounds on which I support this Bill. 
1 will only add that why I have one strong 
reason for supporting it is that if you 
left the Church of Scotland fettered as 
the Act of 1693 is said to do, you will 
raise a barrier against what I trust will 
come to pass, the unity of all the Presvy- 
terian churches, the importance of which 
it would be difficult to overlook. I sa) 


Mr. Scott Dickson. 
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there is no poirt raised which would 
justify any Member on either side of the 
House or of the Tweed, to whatever 
Church they belong, in offering opposi- 
tion_to the Second Reading of this Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : The right hon. Gentle- 
man has reserved all the warmth and 
vivacity of his speech for its latter part. 
That shows which particular part of the 


right hon. Gentleman spoke avowedly 
as a Churchman. [ find no fault with 
him for being a Churchman in his proper 
place. But while he is on the Treasury 
Bench he is the official representative 
of the Government, and a Member of a 
House of Commons which is very much 
less interested in the Church of Scotland 
than the right hon. Gentleman seems to 
be. The right hon. Gentleman began 
by giving us a succinct account of the 
origin of all this mischief. I will not 
apply any microscopic examination to 
his narrative. I will accept it as correct. 
The decision of last year came as a 
thunderbolt to the people of Scotland ; 
but the people of Scotland, being law- 
abiding and legal in their disposition in 
the highest sense, have accepted loyally 
that decision, and have respected it 
subject to two reservations to which I 
think it is right to refer. In the first 
place, it would not be fair to conceal the 
fact that there is an underlying sentiment 
that the judgment is weak in one parti- 
cular: namely, that it was the judgment 
of a number of eminent men pertectly 
impartial and perfectly competent no 
doubt in their own sphere, but men 
who with one exception had no personal 
acquaintance with the conditions, history, 
sentiment, and feeling of the people of 
Scotland, and especially of the Church of 
Scotland, and men who did not possess 
full knowledge of the actual situation in 
Scotland. This point in Scotland, at 
every stage of its career of litigation 
from one Court to another, and by 
every Judge whose duty it was to form 
an opinion on the subject, was decided 
in an opposite sense to the decision 
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given by the House of Lords. How- {ditional names, but why did they not 
ever loyal we may be and are to the | allow this second Commission to deal 
judicial arrangements of the country we | with the matter in the light and in the 
cannot somehow get this thing altogether spirit of the Report already rendered. 
out of our hearts. | and why did they think it necessary to 

Then there is another thing. After iterfere with the sub-sections and clauses 
all, the Church is not a limited liability to which the Lord- Advocate has re- 
company or a great engineering con. ferred ; to interfere and prescribe con- 
cern. It exists for a higher, nobler,| ditions to this new Commission which 
and more beneficent purpose. The Vary considerably from the recommenda- 
sight of this great ecclesiastical or- tions of the former? I think the right 
ganisation, which permeates Scotland hon. Gentleman himself took refuge 
and which reaches out its hand in im this Royal Commission whenever he 
missionary effort to the ends of the found himself in a difficulty. There 
earth — an organisation sustained by Was a question of defining an adherent, 
efforts and sacrifices perhaps as splendid and he said the members of the Royal 
as anything the history of mankind Commission were so well known and so 
can show — being stripped of its power | trusted that they could do without a de- 
to fulfil its great functions, and its funds finition, Well, if they can define an adher- 
handed over to a small number of, ent they can do most things, and no one 
men who have no pretension that they can doubt that they could have appor- 
can fulfil these great duties, moved the tioned the funds in question in such a way 
heart of all Scotland more than anything as, after perhaps a little heart-burning at 
in our generation. Therefore, while we the time, would at all events ultimately 
accept the decision of the Supreme Court have brought peace and given satisfaction 
we accept it subject to these feelings and to the Scotch people. That would have 
convictions ; and we feel, with all respect, | been the simplest thing to do, but the 
that the tribunal ought to have taken Government thought fit to introduce 
into account the ultimate result of their these clauses, two of which have been 
decision, At all events it became clear specially referred to, namely, the one 
that this legal wrong must be remedied. affecting the trenching on actually-de- 
I am bound to say that unfortunately the signated trust funds in order to find 
smaller Church involved in this contro- the money necessary and the other 
versy has done much to exaggerate the where it is sought to discover whether 
feeling which existed by pushing its a congregation has a right to congre- 
efforts far beyond the limits of any gational property. I am glad to know 
parishes in which it could claim pre- that the right hon. Gentleman has been 
dominance or even considerable support. authorised to announce material im- 
I think that is very unfortunate and provements and modifications in those 
has exasperated feeling, and I think clauses, because if they had stood as 
the Government would have been wise they stand now in the Bill I'am bound 
if very early in the matter they had to say I should have found great diffi- 
introduced a suspensory Act preventing culty in voting for the Second Reading 
the possibility of this action on the part of the Bill, but the right hon. Gentleman 
of either one side or the other. But they has. promised great modifications which I 
preferred not to do so, and I daresay think, though not perhaps quite satisfac- 
saw good reasons for the line they took. tory, goa great length. 1 may say inciden- 
¢ tally that I think the Bill should in the 
meantime be only committed pro forma, 
in order that when we go into Committee 
dsl Seen Seacteanil Cink eine te | shall have the amended Bill before us 
the nature of their examination and the ®0d not this Bill at all. I will not dwell 


Report they have produced. What I on those points, because the right hon. 
say is, why did they not trust this Com- | Gentleman explained them very fully 
mission a little further? They are now | and there is much that is satisfactory in 
asking to revive this Commission, as| them. When we have done with them 
the Lord-Advocate said, with two ad- and seen the ultimate shape they as3u ne 


2M 2 


They appointed a Royal Com- 
mission for inquiry, a Commission 
which had the confidence of us all and 
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we shall be better able to know how 
we are to regard the Bill. 


But the Billdoes not stop there. Here | 
is this great misfortune befallen Scotland | 
affecting two Churches, and the Govern- | 
ment for some mysterious reason which no 
one can fathom introduces another provi- 


sion altogether affecting another Church, | 


and the fact that it is a very important 
matter that has been introduced is proved 
by the long, elaborate, and historical 
argument that the Lord-Advocate had 
to employ in order to justify the clause. 
My right hon. friend behind me inter- 


rupted him by saying he wanted to | 


know why it is here, however good it 
may be, and no doubt that is the most 
important point of all. We are all agreed 
that there must necessarily be some 
differences if we attempt in this House 
to lay down the actual apportionments 
cf the funds, but we are all agreed, at all 
events, that there should be such an 
apportionment, and the whole of the 
clauses of the Bill, except Clause 5, are per- 
fectly germane to the main purpose we 
have in view, and which is close to the 
heart of the Scotch people. But “ Medio 
de fonte leporum surgit amari aliquid.” 
An apple of discord coming heaven knows 
from where is flung on the field, and we 
are told that if this Bill is to be amended, 
which in its original form dealt rather 


hardly, as most people think, with the | 


funds of the United Free Church, and the 
Government themselves acknowledge it 
and their willingness to amend it—if 
alterations are to be made in this Bill 
there is this Clause 5 which we must 
swallow as the price of it. I object 
altogether to the House of Commons, as 
a public body, being treated in this way, 


and I think our business here to-day is | 


to separate the two subjects. The hon. 
Member for Halifax has given notice to 


move an instruction that the Bill be) 
divided into two Bills, and whether the | 


form in which he has framed that instrue- 
tion is right or wrong, he 1s pertectly 
right, because the two “thin, gs are totally 
distinct, and ought to be dealt with in 
separate Bills. Let us to-day pronounce 
on the contention between the 
Churches and leave out of 


of this unfortunate 
is likely to do more | 


upon the shores 


Bill, and who 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


(COMMONS! 


two | 
count this | 
undesirable alien who has been dumped | 
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harm than most other aliens do. How- 
ever, this can be dealt with in Com- 
| mittee, but the right hon. Gentleman has 
_ entered into so elaborate an explanation 
of it that there are one or two things 
I should like to say. 

| In the first place, so far as I know, 
it is a wholly new thing and without 
precedent as applied to a State Church, 
and in the second place it is not a 
thing to be sprung upon us_ with- 
out full opportunity for consideration, 
The right hon. Gentleman has shown 
what an elaborate story it is. He has 
brought in Lord Macaulay, King William, 
and I do not know whom, and a series 
of Acts of Parliament and Acts of Assem- 
bly, but the fact remains that this restric- 
tion, if restriction it be, is in force in the 
Scotch Church, and if it is desirable to 
have relief from it let it be sought for 
in a deliberate, formal, and constitu- 
tional way. We have a recent pre- 
cedent, and that is a precedent of a 
case which is on all fours with this case. 
I refer, of course, to the Clerical Sub- 
scription Act of 1865. Now under this 
clause the whole question of defining the 
formula of subscription of ministers is to 
| be left to the Church Courts, to the 
General Assembly, with the support of 
a@ majority of the Presbyteries. The 
tight hon. Gentleman claimed that the 
presbyteries were abovt as much lay 
as clerical, but I doubt as a matter of 
fact whether that can be maintained at 
all in practice. I do not know why he 
did not extend his reference down 
'to the Kirk Sessions. They are un- 
doubtedly to a large degree laymen, and 
' why should not they have a voice as well 
as the Presbyteries in settling a matter 
so vitally affecting their well-being ? 
I merely throw that out as an idea, 
| but that of course can hardly be done by 
| a left-handed clause such as is now before 
us, but would require special legislation. 
But the Church is left free to change 
the subscription as it likes. Was ever 
/ State Church treated in that way, or 
rather was ever a State so treated in 
| reference to a State Church? What is 
| this Act of 1865% The right hon. Gentle- 
man is afraid its portals are so narrow 
that all young men of intelligence and 
large views will be shut out, and in some 
| way he tries to‘make out that the Estab- 
‘lished Church ‘would be hand capped as 
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regards the other. How is it handi- | to follow it in this case, it will not be by 
capped? Wedo not alter the formulas of | such a clause as this is that that will be 
the United Free Church. ‘done. But this Bill was introduced 
2 | following a Royal Commission to examine 

Srr_ J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, | into the question, and they did not act in 
N.E.): Yes. the darkness as we act. “Many Members 
. of the House did not know anything 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | about it until the Lord- Advocate gave 


This Bill does not. |his Seotch history. The Scotch people 
/had never heard of it, and were 
Sir J. FERGUSSON : Certainly. /amazed when they heard it was in- 


cluded in this Bill. The members and 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN - | 2cherents of the Church of Scotland 
| themselves had not been consulted in the 
explain afterwards in what way we | ™atter, and I shall be surprised if there 
have altered the form of subscription | 8 2t@ great deal of friction and trouble 
of the ministers of the United Free | OV@? 1. What knowledge have we of 
Church. What was the reason for the | the feeling of Scotland on this subject 
Act of 1865 being introduced? Here and — the | Church itself ? There- 
is what Sir George Grey said, and fore, in my opinion, before moving in 
it is exactly what the Lord-Advocate the matter we ought to have a Royal 
has said in this instance. He said he Commission or clse ample time where- 
hoped that the objections felt to these by my countrymen may be able to 
subscriptions and declarations which had | CO™e to a conclusion for themselves. 
a tendency to prevent entrance into the rhe Church of Scotland, its leaders and 
Church of men of the highest character friends, have most of them played a most 
and most undoubted attachment to the  S¢@eTous, sympathetic, and patriotic 
Church would be removed by the Act, | Part in the events of the last year. They 
That is the very thing the Lord-Advocate have behaved with great credit to them- 
has in view, but what they did in the | S¢lves. They have been ready for the 
English Church was this. It is entitled, S#ke of peace and the cause of religion 
“An Act to amend the law as to the | t® help even those between whom and 
subscription and declaration to be made themselves there might be a certain 
and the oaths to be taken by the Clerey natural feeling of resentment. But their 
of the Established Church of England.” | help has hardly been so conspicuous that 
This is the declaration of aisiailien they can set up as the honest broker 
“TT. A.B., do solemnly make the following for bringing about _ peaceful solntion 
declaration. L assent to the thirty-nine Articles of this question, and, above all, they 
of religion, and to the Book of Common Prayer | cannot surely ask that the favour they 
and to the ordering of Bishops, priests, and now seek should be given them as a 
deacons, I believe in the doctrine of the | sort of brokerage commission. On what 
Church of England as therein set forth to be : r: - : * 
agreeable to the word of God, and in public possible ground is this inserted In the Bill 
prayer and administration of the sacraments unless it be to take the opportunity of 
I will use the form prescribed and none other, | giving a quid pro quo to the Established 
except in so far as will be ordained by lawful | Church 2 I do not know what the 
authority. | “ e ° e 
e |quo means. What does it? This 1s 
That is the declaration which has to| giving something, but what has been 
be made by every person instituted to a ‘got in return? I object to treating 
benefice after reading the thirty-nine| the whole of these things by way 
Articles before the congregation after|of bargaining, but when we find 
he has been instituted or collated. The | this clause mysteriously inserted here, 
House will observe that Parliament in| we have to come to the conclusion 
that case prescribed the formula. It| that there must be some object other 
was to be a declaration of assent. They | than that stated. I do not believe any 
did not hand it over to the Church to | object has been stated. Let the Church 
enact anything they chose and to dis-| of Scotland seek, the favour which they 
enact it the next vear. So that if we are | desire by the manly and open constitu- 
to follow precedent, and surely we ought | tional process of Parliament, and I, for 


The right hon. Gentleman will perhaps 
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my part, shall be ready in a proper con- | organisation had made no declaration 
stitutional way to meet their desires|as to Clause 5. Certain Presbyteries 
so far as it is possible they should be|of the United Free Church had made 
met. I object altogether, by a side} declarations as to the possibility of 
wind and in this uncorstitutional way, | the progress of the Bill being facilitated 


i 








to bringing in a matter of controversy | 
into a Bill which ought to be withent | 
controversy, and bringing delay to a Bill | 
whose essence is in the direction of rapid | 
action. I object to this clause being 
introduced in this way. At this stage. 
however, I for my part support and 
should advise others to support the 
Second Reading of the Bill. We can 
deal with Clause 5 in Committee. We 
shall see the changes proposed by the 
Government wken they take shape and 
when they come out of Committee, and 
then we can determire our future course. 
For my part, I earnestly hope that the 
result of the consideration of this Bill 
may be such that the Bill may secure 
general assent not only here but in 
Scotland, and that the final decision of 
the Royal Commission may meet with the 
approval of the Scotch people so that a 
new era may open with the cause of 
religion freed from the impediments, 
heart-burnings and anxieties which have 


by that clause being omitted, but, 
taking that clause upon its merits, a 
very large number of the United Free 
Church felt as keenly in favour of it as 
any member of the Established Church. 
It was no question between rival de- 
nominations ; it was a question for 
earnest men who wished to see the moral 
and religious progress of their country 
best advanced through both channels. 
The clause in no way changed the legal 
position of the Established Church, but 
it relieved any member of it from having 
to sign a declaration as the declaration 
of his individual faith which more or 
less damaged and strained his conscience. 
Christian men everywhere ought to wel- 
come a proposal which did not change 
the legal status of the member beyond 
relieving him of the obligation to sign 
as a matter of personal faith that which 
did not fully express his religious opinion. 
It was a question whether the inclusion 
or exclusion of this proposal would 





formed an unhappy era of dissent in 


Scotland. 


Mr. CORBETT (Glasgow, Tradeston) 
said the speech of the Lord-Advocate 
would give a great deal of encouragement 
to those who had been apprehensive. 
He was glad to hear the observations he 
made with regard to the pooling of the 
funds. They hoped with the Lord- 
Advocate that none of these trusts would 
be interfered with, but that they would 
all be kept for their right purpose. Then 
he was glad to hear that hope which he 
expressed that to this Commission might 
also be referred the legacies which had 
been left in recent times. He referred 
to a legacy of a large amount. It was 
distinctly a case for reference to a Com- 
mission to investigate the will and in- 
tentions of the donor, because otherwise 
the money would go to those with 
. whom the testator was not in sympathy 
and for purposes which he did not wish. 
He could not agree with some of the 
conclusions drawn by the Leader of the 
Opposition from Clause 5 of the Bill. He 
alluded to it as -a kind of bargain. 


facilitate the progress of this Bill, but he 
| wished it to be clearly understood that 
| there were very many in the United Free 
Church who welcomed most cordially 
what they believed to be an advance 
in the right direction. 


*Mr. BLACK (Banffshire) said he 
was sure every Member in the House 
was glad to see the Bill introduced, 
because it dealt with a state of matters 
in Scotland which, if it had occurred in 
any other country, would have resulted 
in riot and bloodshed, and _ social 
serious disorder. At the present 
moment, about 100 men were being 
turned out of churches which were 
| associated in their minds with everything 
most sacred to the human being, at the 
instance of persons who had contributed 
nothing to their erection, and who in some 
cases had up to this time had no relations 
with the congregations. And the parties 
who were being treated in that way were 
still further provoked by the knowledge 
that they themselves were the parties 


who had subscribed the funds for the 








erection of these churches. If it were a 


The United Free Church as a central | fact that the parties now in possession 


"Srl. Campbell-Bannerman, 
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of these churches were able to make, the people, and they were called upon to 
full use of them the position would not | administer common sense and justice, and 
be so acute, but in many cases these | therefore they were entitled to examine 
parties who had gained possession of how far the House of Lords decision 
the churches had shown themselves | conformed to the dictates of common sense 
entirely unable to make full use of | and justice. The Leader of the Oppo- 
them, and in point of fact the churches | sition mentioned one or two points in 
were found empty for many Sundays, | which the decision of the House of Lords 
instead of being filled by their regular! was open to criticism as regards its 
congregations. What wonder was it/ essential characteristics, At all events 
that throughout the whole English-speak- ‘it had failed to realise that the Free 
ing world it had caused amazement! Church had in fact prior to 1900 freely 
that such a position should be permitted | exercised the power of joining with other 
so long to continue in Scotland! Had) bodies aid that it had before 1900 
it occurred in any other country it | asserted and did now assert its right to 
would have resulted in scenes of the | define and alter its doctrinal standards. 
very greatest social disorder. The good | It was one of the good features of the 
order which in circumstances so tryinz | present Bill that, recognising this right in 


had been preserved was a very good reason 
for the House intervening, and thatrapidly, 
to remedy those evils and grievances. 
Who were the parties who were being 
treated in this way? Were they male- 


‘the part of the United Free Church, 
| Parliament was restoring the property 
dealt with in the Bill on the basis of the 
| United Free Church, through its Assembly 
'in the future, exercising full rights as to 


factors or persons who had done anything | union with other bodies and alteration 
worthy of censure? No, they were | and definition of its doctrinal standards. 
parties who, in accordance with the| It was true the Bill did not in express 
univeral sentiment of the civilised world, | terms make any statement on this head, 
entered into a union against which | but after the Declaration passed at the 
no reasonable person saw any good last General Assembly of the United 








ground. The cause of difference between 
the two churches who had united was 
a very abstruse question of the legiti- 
macy of civil establishment, but that 
that question had never been made a term | 


of communion in the Free Church before | 


its union with the United Presbyterian 
Church in 1900. It was an open question 
in that Church, and over and over again 
the contrary proposition had been affirmed 
with by large votes of the General | 
Assembly when the questions of the | 
maintenance of the existing est blish- 
ment had been before it. He thought 
the House would agree with him that 
they, at all events, should not be the} 
parties to be punished for having carried | 
out this very desirable operation of | 
union. 


| 
It was asked what about the House of 


Lords judgment and how that affected the 
situation? Were they not bound by 
that judgment, and ought they not 
to carry it out in its entirety? He 
submitted that that was not a correct 
position to take up in this House. In 


Free Church and the Lord-Advocate’s 
speech at the First Reading this was 
Clearly implied. 


In the second place, the facts were 
obviously not known to the House of 
Lords when they gave their decision. 
[t was a matter of common notoriety 
in Scotland that only a partial state- 
ment of the facts was put before the 





| House of Lords, because the Judges in 


the Court below were fully informed of 
the true position of matters from 1843 


| onwards in regard to the Free Church. 
They knew all this of themselves and 


therefore it was not considered necessary 
to lead formal proof upon matters of 
common knowledge in the Court below. 
But in the House of Lords the Judges 
were in the main not aware of these 
matters of common knowledge. Now 
what was the original attitude of 
the Free Church with regard to this 
question of union with other bodies 
outside itself? The Lord Chancellor 
in his judgment quoted one dictum 





this House they were representatives of 


of Dr. Chalmers, but there were other 
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- dicta to which he paid no attention what- 
ever. Dr. Guthrie, speaking in the 
Disruption Assembly, in 1843, said— 

“‘T am for the union in the meantime in the 
way of co-operation. We cannot stop there, 
and I defy any man to stop there.” 

Dr. Chalmers said on May 2nd, 1843— 

“I trust we are now upon the way im- 
mediately to co-operation, as I trust that by 
itself it will be a very great and important step 
towards incorporation.” 

These were dicta laid down at the very 
launching of the Free Church, to which 
no attention whatever was apparently 
paid in the House of Lords judgment. 


Another fact which was not ascertained 
by the House of Lords was in regard to 
the intention of donors to the funds of 
the Free Church. No evidence at all 
was led upon that head, and it was a 
matter of regret that even the Roval 
Commission, who had otherwise done 
their work so well, did not admit 
evidence in regard to the intentions 
of donors. There was reason for be- 
lieving that a very large proportion 
of the money contributed to the Free 
Church before the Union was contri- 
buted by parties who were favourable 
to the Union. He would give one 
illustration. In the year 1899 he had 
the privilege of being the means of com- 
municating to the Free Church a gift of 
£1,000 from a lady, and that lady gave 
this sum of money in express terms 
communicated at the time of the gift 
as a token of her approval of the 
approaching Union. Now what was 
the effect of the House of Lords 
judgment in this case? It was that 
this particular gift had been transferred 
to those parties who were opposed to the 
Union. If that was true with regard to 
this particular case it was equally true 
with regard to a very large percentage 
of the other funds held by the Free 
Church at the time of the union. This 
was evidenced by the fact that in 1873, 
while Union negotiations were broken 
off at that period, very great progress | 
had been made in that direction by resolv- 
ing upon mutual eligibility between the 
two Churches. That was to say, ministers 
of both Churches were eligible to be 
transferred from one Church to the 
other, and were in fact interchangeable. 
The small differences existing between 
them were not considered to be a 


Mr. Black. 
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barrier to the election and ordination 
of ministers of one Church into the con- 
gregation of another. Now the propor- 
tion of funds contributed since the year 
1873 had been very large indeed as 
compared with what was contributed 
before that time. He was not very 
wrong in saying that not less than three- 
fourths of the whole central funds dealt 
with by the House of Lords judgment was 
contributed after everyone knew that the 
Union was only a matter of time. Hoe 
had the privilege of being born in a 
Free Church manse, and, therefore, he 
knew the sentiment which animated the 
Church in 1875 and onwards. All 
throughout the Church it was looked 
forward to as an early and urgent matter 
that this union should be consummated. 


Did this Bill meet the case even 
with the Amendments suggested by the 
Lord-Advocate ¢? Did it conform to the 
requirements of the situation ¢ Did it not, 
even with the Amendments now sug- 
gested, unduly penalise those persons 
who had carried out a great and 
sacred duty in uniting with their breth- 
rer ? Did it meet the standard which 
might be reasonably set up of their 
requirements in the way of participation 
in the funds of the old Free Church ? 
He concurred in the observation made 
by his right hon. friend the Member for 
Stirling Burghs, why not trust the Com- 
missioners? They were a_ body of 
trusted men in Scotland, and thev were 
trusted with the very important duty of 
defining adherents, and why not leave the 
whole thing to them to say what was an 
equitable solution of this problem ? 
He thought they should have an answer 
upon that point before the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill concluded. The second 
point was, did the provision in this Bill 
meet the requirements of the case as 
regarded the model trust deeds of the old 
Free Church ? There they found that 
members only were to be voters in dis- 
posing of congregational property, and 
that a majority of them were to decide 
as to such disposal. In regard to this 
point he would give the substance of the 
ninth Article of the trust deed. That 
Article provided as follows— 

“Tf at any time hereafter one-third of the 
whole ordained ministers shall not only pub- 
licly separate from the said body, but at the 
same time publicly claim and profess to hold 
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truly and in bona fide the principles of mie their rights in relation to congregational 


rotest of the 18th May, 1843, in that case it property. 
shall be competent to, and in the power of a} eo 
majority of _ congregation ys provide =| Another provision of this Bill related 
declare that the congregational property shall, | i j oo : 
from henceforward be held as in connection | “ae ask re eee ot ee 
with the body of Christians adhering to the | '©3%! Pree Unuren, t was very natura 
ministers who shall have separated as aforesaid.” | that the parties connected with the 
t his 1 Ars 
That was precisely the case with which | Established Church should think that 
they were dealing except that they | some endowment should be made in con- 
7 2 as Sp ’ | necti 71 establis a con- 
were dealing with less than a third of the | 2° —_ —— ie oe =" ee 
ministers who professed to remain by the | tc in h in the Free Uhuroa It ba 
we ay “ae... | not beer abi inisters. 
old position, but this was a difference | ,, 1 the habit to endow er 
| Upon the whole the inclination had been 
| 
| 


ugainst, not in favour of the legal Free eae 
Church: He thought this House, if it|'? Hold that the ministers ware. bettes 
studied the reasons set out by the Lord | inal — : 


: ‘ : 
: ; . | offerings of the people: That had been 
Chancellor for disallowing the applica- os ney 
. | the principle acted upon up till now in 
tion of the trust deeds to this case, | : . ae 
;' ape ; | the Free Church, and it was a principle 
would find very great difficulty in follow- |"). ; 
alts | which seemed to him should not be 
ing them as a matter of ordinary common | ; : 
; J | departed from without very grave and 
sense. What he felt this House ought | : ; aoe 
; : | earnest consideration, and only for very 
to do and appreciate was that this very oa ; 
: ; _,° | good reasons. On that point he hoped 
case which had arisen was dealt with, ‘ . 
the Government would give the matter 
and was provided for, by the men who 


aaa ity : | their very careful consideration. 
invited contributions towards this Church*| ver 


in 1843; that it waseasy to see what they Now he came to Clause 5. With regard 
intended to provide, and that this} to this clause, he should not say very 
intention had in point of fact not been) much except that when the decision 
given effect to by the judgment with} was given by the House of Lords many 
which they were now dealing. He sug- | of them felt that a great opportunity 
gested that the Government should | had arisen in Scotland for the promotion 
revert frankly and without reserve to the | of further union between the various 
terms of the model trust deeds, and! Churches. That was something very 
sive congregational property to the! near to the heart of many in Scotland, 
majority of members, 2nd members only, | but what he rather feared was that this 
of the congregations affected. Itwassaid | clause was, if anything, anteunionist in 
that this would not do in some High- | its effects. The mountain having been 
land places because the adherents were | in travail had brought forth a mouse, 
there more numerous than the members. | He regretted that those responsible for 
That was quite true, and he knew that | advising the Church of Scotland had not 
there were congregations where adherents | brought forward proposals to bring about 
formed a large proportion of the con- | a comprehensive union, even though it 
gregation. But, afterall, the probability | might have been at s,me cost in the 
was that in each congregation the same | matter of endowments. He was satisfied 
proportion of members and adherents | that if what had been proposed had been 
respectively adhered or dissented to the | directed to that end it would have had 
union. It was improbable that in any | large support throughout Scotland, and 
congregation a large proportion of the | happier results would have flowed from 
adherents dissented from the union while | this great uptarning than if the clause 
a large proportion of the members entered | as it stood was pushed through. As had 
into it, so that neither party took advan- | been intimated by his right hon. friend 
tage nor suffered disadvantage by ad-| the Member for the Stirling Burghs, it 
hering to the membership as forming the | was not proposed, so far as could be seen 
constituency which was to determine the | at present, in view of the concessions 
destination of congregational property. | which had been made by the Lord- 
There was this very great advantage | Advocate, to divide on the Second 
in that course, that they had no diffi-; Reading of the Bill, but he hoped that 
culty in ascertaining the parties who/|the points he had mentioned would be 


were to vote and who were to exercise | kept in mind and that they would receive 


| 
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further consideration in Committee. He 
sincerely hoped that the net result would 
be an era of greater peace and quiet in 
Keclesiastical Scotland than they had 
during the past year. 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said 
he wished to congratulate the Lord- 
Advocate on the able and lucid manner 
in which he had explained this difficult 
Bill. He thought it was a great pity 
that the necessity for such a Bill had 
arisen. The people of Scotland and the 
Government had fondly hoped that the 
two Churches would have come to an 
amicable arrangement, which would have 
been much better for all concerned. Re- 
cently, however, they had given up 
almost all hope of such an arrangement. 
But he thought there was still a faint 
glimmer of hope in connection with 
this matter. He might mention that 
he had been authorised by the leaders 
of the Free Church to hand to the Lord- 
Advocate a private statement of the 
terms which they were prepared to 
recommend to their constituents for a 
friendly settlement in connection with 
this matter, including the share of the 
buildings belonging to the Free Church 
on the Mound at Edinburgh, the num- 
ber of churches in connection with the 
free churches which they were prepared 
to accept, and the amount of money 
which they also would be prepared to 
accept as a settlement. It was a very 
simple statement; it was contained 
on a half-sheet of notepaper, and his 
suggestion was that the other Church, 
the United Free Church, should send 
to the Lord-Advocate a similar private 
statement of what they were prepared 
to accept to secure a friendly settle- 
ment. The Lord-Advocate had shown 
the greatest interest and, he thought, 
the greatest impartiality in this matter, 
and there might be associated with him 
the Attorney-General, whose clear under- 
standing in connection with all Church 
matters, in Scotland especially, would 
be of the greatest benefit. These two 
hon. Gentlemen would act as advisers 
and as the general recipients of the 
views of both parties. 


suggest that the Churches should be 
represented not so much by the clerical 
and legal element as by laymen from 


Mr. Black. 
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both sides, business men of common 
sense. 


If an amicable arrangement were 
adopted, which he thought there was 
some small chance of there being, then 
it could go before the Commission which 
was about to be appointed, who could 
accept and legalise it, and there would 
be enormous advantages connected 
with the reception of such a friendly 
arrangement. In the first place, it would 
prevent the recurrence of those squabbles 
and bickerings which had been so fre- 
quent before the Royal Commission 
which was appointed to investigate this 
subject. It would also prevent the irrita- 
tion which must necessarily follow from 
any decision come to by the Commission. 
He had been receiving letters stating 
the feelings of the people who thought 
that if a friendly settlement was not 
arrived at, and if there was a compulsory 
settlement, there might not be the same 
law-abiding feeling on the part of the 
people who had suffered so much. He 
thought these expressions were exag- 
gerated, and that the people of 
Scotland would prove themselves to be 
the law-abiding people they had been 
in the past. But the advantages would 
be enormous if there could be a friendly 
settlement in connection with the matter. 
It would be the beginning of that great 
friendly settlement which would include 
all the Presbyterian Churches in one 
great union, and it would show that 
the people of Scotland connected with 
those Churches, which had done so much 
in the past for the religious life of the 
country, were now prepared to bury all 
their animosities and go forward in a 
common union. It would prevent the 
disagreeable friction between the two 
Churches in their future conduct of the 
religious life of a very large portion of 
the people of Scotland. 


* He just wished to say in one word 
as to what was his own position in 
this matter. He was entirely and 
absolutely a friendly neutral. He had 
all his life been connected with the 
Established Church of Scotland, but 
he had warm friends in both the Free 


and it was entirely in the interests of 
peace and religion that he had interv >ned 
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in this matter to make the suggestions 
which he now did, with all diffidence, to 
the leaders of the United Free Church, 
that they also should send in a private 
statement similar to that to which he 
had referred in connection with the Free 
Church, and that they should leave it to 
the advice given to them by his right 
hon. friends the Lord-Advocate and the 
Attorney-General. He had some hops, 
at any rate, that a friendly settlement 
might be arrived at which would be in 
the interests of not only the United 
Free Church and the Free Church, but of 
the whole people of Scotland, and, he 
thought, in the interests of religious 
concord throughout the world. 


*Mr. EUGENE WASON congratulated 

the Lord- Advocate upon the very 
lucid statement he had made in 
moving the Second Reading of the 
jill. He was especially glad that 
he had gone back to the bedrock of 
1900 as the date at which the Churches 
should be dealt with. They ought, 
however, to insist that the proportion of 
oue third should be retained. For his 
part, he should endeavour to get the 
Bill amended in that respect and he 
believed if that was done it would 
in a great measure satisfy the people 
of Scotland. .'The Lord-Advocate asked 
whether any Scotchman would stand 
up and say that the Scottish people 
dia not approve of the fifth clause ot 
the Bill, which was the most controversial 
in it. He had in his hand letters from 
two distinguished gentlemen in regard to 
this clause. One said in his letter— 

‘“*T dislike exceedingly the trick of tacking 
on Clause 5 dealing with the Established Church 
formula, but far more do I resent the two leading 
features of the Bill.” 


‘Lhe other gentleman wrote— 


“The fifth clause—Established Church—is 


extraneous. Let the two things be kept 
separate. Ours is an emergency measure. 


That is an historical fact, and by the clause 
injustice is done to our cause by diverting 
attention to a matter with which we have 
nothing to do. Let the Established Church 
attend to her own affairs and not saddle us with 
them.” 

He had 


recived innumerable letters 


protesting most strongly against the | 
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| fifth clause being introduced by a side 
| wind into the Bill. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: My point is 
that nobody objects to it on its merits. 


*Mr. EUGENE WASON said he thought 
that did not alter the point he was 
endeavouring to make, and when the 
Member for Halifax came to move his 
Amendment to separate the Bill into 
two he should most heartily and cordially 
support it. The hon. Member for Banff- 
shire said it would be impossible for a 
gentleman from the South of the Tweed 
to go into a Free Church or a United 
Presbyterian Church and to tell which 
Church he was in. He would go one 
better than that. Before the Union 
in 1900, they might take a Southerner 
into an Established Church, a United 
Presbyterian, or a Free Church, and he 
would not be able to say which Church 
he had been to. He remembered having 
a friend in Scotland whom he took 
round to thos» different churches; he 
never could tell which was which, and he 
said that he did not understand why the 
people of Scotland should not have dis- 
establishment when they were all of the 
same religion. His friend stated that it 
was quite different in Wales because 
there the forms of worship in the Estab- 
lished Church and in the Nonconformist 
Churches were quite different. He was 
a strong supporter of the union which 
took place in 1900. That year was a 
black one for this country ; it was the 
year of the Boer War and of the Khaki 
elections. The one brilliant feature in the 
whole year was the great union of the 
United Presbyterian and the Free 
Churches, which everyone looked to as 
an event which was to bring about the 
larger union of Presbyterians which had 
been alluded to, and which he was sure 
every Scotsman wished to see carried out. 
They had been spoken about as a law- 
abiding people in Scotland. Well, the 
relations were getting very much strained. 
He did not wish to allude to what took 
place at Newton-on-Ayr last Sunday ; 
those who wished to know could read it in 
the Scotch papers for themselves. They 
could strain loyalty too far. He was 


‘reminded of the petition which was sent 


by Robert Burns to the right hon. and 
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of Commons— 


“* For God’s sake, Sirs, then speak her fair, 
And straik her cannie wi’ the hair, 
And to the ‘ Muckle House’ repair 
Wi? instant speed, 
And strive wi’ a’ your wit and lear 
To get remead.” 


They were trying to put an end to an | 
intolerable state of things in Scotland. | 


He hoped this Bill would get a Second 


Reading, that they would get it amended | 


in Gommittee and make it a better Bill, 


and that they would get what was so | 


ardently desired for the ecclesiastical 


peace in Scotland. 


*Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanark- 
shire, Partick) said he thought every 
man in the House felt the 
necessity of closing the strife which there 
had been in Scotland of late months. 
He believed that Church and State were 
now much nearer to an understanding 
with each other than in the past. 
Disruption of 1843 was a blunder. It 


was a magnificent performance on the. 


part of those who went out, but it arose 
to a great extent from a lack of under- 
standing between Church and State. 
hoped that now they were nearer to that 
understanding. He was quite sure that 


any attempt to go back on the judgment | 


of the House of Lords would not solve 
the difficulty in which they found them- 
selves; but it was absolutely necessary 
to stop the course of evictions. They 
must assuage the religious war which was 
now raging and quiet the feelings which 


were so keen when men felt themselves | 


outraged in regard to their deepest 
sentiments. Thisconflict in Scotland had 
been between a small and tiny handful of 
men strong in their own beliefs. This 
handful of men had a greater strength in 
the most backward districts of Scotland 
and among the least educated of the 
people. 
great body, who could, in vigour and 
power of education, bear comparison with 
any religious community in England. 
To that small handful they must give 
justice. This had been done; their) 
claims had been fully recognised, But 
they must take care that in doing | 
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hon. Scotch representatives in the House | 
| the Free Church to be the legal owners 
| of the property of the late Free Church, 


| but they were owners as trustees and 


absolute | 


The | 


He | 


On the other side there was a’ 
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the House of Lords had declared 


Now, 


'the trusts hal to be regarded. The 
Elgin Commission had declared that the 
Free Church could not adequately dis- 
cherge many of the trusts in connection 
with the property in question, and that 
‘in such cases the property should be 
given back to the United Free Church 
subject to a liberal provision being made 
for the Free Church. It was a great re- 
| lief and satisfaction to find from the Lord- 
| Advocate’s speech that the Government 
| was able to take that line, and that the 
| House would be asked to use for the 
| satisfaction of the claims of the Free 
Church only the free funds and not 
those destined to particular purposes. 
The Lord-Advocate spoke with confi- 
dence in regard to some trusts, but not 
with the same confidence with regard to 
others. He thought the feeling of the 
House would be strongly expressed not 
only in regard to foreign missions but 
also in regard to all special and par- 
ticular trusts. It was the duty of a 
trustee to use the funds in his charge for 
the benefit of the specific objects of the 
trust which shou'd be considered as per- 
manent. He believed that the free funds 
would be sufficient for all purposes of 
providing liberally for the Free Church. 
If not it might be necessary for the 
United Free Church to pledge its credit 
to raise any further sums that they 
needed for the purpose. He hoped that 
the result of the Bill would be that. suffi- 
cient funds would be obtained by the 
Free Church in that way, and that those 
funds which were earmarked for special 
purposes would not be touched, or their 
destination in any way altered, 


If that was true of the funds it was 
still more necessary in regard to buildings, 
both central and congregational. There 
was as great a difference between build- 
ings and funds in this case as between a 
/money indemnity and a loss of territory in 
| the case of war. Money might be replaced, 
| but the memory of the possession of lost 

provinces remained. While he thought 








them justice they did not impair the | that money compensation should “be 
great Christian work carried on by the | given to the full amount of the require- 
lorger section, the United Free Church of | ments of the Free Church, he trusted, to 
Scotland. ithe vreatest possible extent, all the 
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buildings which had been used by the 
larger body would remiin in the future 
in their hands. Everyone who had 
spoken had felt that the Lord-Advocate, 
by fixing for counting the number of 
members and adherents, had indicated 
a Way of putting an end to the scramble 
the number of 


for increasing mem- 
bers and adherents which had, in 
many cases, shocked Scotland. With 


regard to legacies, he hoped that that 
question might be fully and completely 
settled belore the Bill passed out of their 
hands without the need of any future 
litigation. There were difficulties in 
connection with legacies, but this was one 
of these maiters which might be fairly 
and readily left to the Commission to 
deal with. Without going so far as some 
hon. Members wished to do, and without 
feeling it right to give the Commission 
an absolutely free hani to deal with 
all matters as they might please, he 
would leave them to deal with legacies 
in a spirit of equity. There was 
one point he would like to ask the 
Lord-Advocate about, namely, whether 
funds not connected with the trusts 
of any particular Church, such as the 
Ferguson Bequest Fund, were to be 
touched. The trustees of that fund 
were composed of representatives of 
the different Presbyterian Churches of 
Scotland and they had a free hand in 
distributing this fund. He hoped there 
was nothing in the Bill that would inter- 
fere with the continuance of that freedom, 
or make it necessary for the Commis- 
sion to lay down any more hard-and-fast 
tule than existed at the present moment. 


One important point was raised by the 
Leader of the Opposition with which 
he could not agree, and that was 
that the present Bill made no change in 
the constitution or tests of the United 
Free Church. He thought it made the 
very greatest change in the constitution 
and the position of the United Free 
Church and its trusts in the future. 
Under this Bill the property ailocated to 
the Free Church was allocated according 
to its constitution, What was the con- 
stitution of the Church? He hoped that 
the United Free Church would have full 
and ample time to decide what its con- 
stitution in the future was to be, and 
upon what trusts it desired to receive 
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back the property that was going to be 
re-allocated to it. They had just found 
that the compact which united their 
members was too straight for them. In 
all the discussions in the House of Lords 
the question was whether, under the 
form of compet or bond of union, the 
General Assembly had the power to vary 
the doctrine of the Church, and what 
were the limits of such a power. The 
present difficulty had arisen because 
it had been decided by the House of 
Lords that under the old constitution of 
the Free Church they had not the power 
which they desired to alter or vary ts 
doctrines, or the bond of union which 
united its members. The Free Church, 
since the time of the Disruption con- 
troversy, had always asserted the fullest 
spiritual independence, but no such asser- 
tion of independence could ever displace 
the right and duty of the State to interpret 
the compact and bond of union whenever 
the question arose as to what the com- 
pact between the members was. That 
was decided long ago in the Cardross 
case. That was the whole principle and 
point on which the present case was 
decided. If power was assumed by a 
Church in the compact entered into by its 
members to alter from time to time its 
formularies and standards, and if that 
was Clearly and precisely explained and 
laid down, then, of course, the State 
would recognise it, as they would re- 
cognise any other form of the constitution 
of a Church. But the choice must 
be made. Either a fixed and settled 
standard might be adopted or freedom 
must be given to change. They could 
not have both. The Church might either 
assert that her standards were to be those 
which were held and asserted from time 
to time by the majority of her own body, 
or it might declare that certain principles 
were to be accepted as cardinal principles 
for all time. Now the United Free 
Church was prepared to ask full freedom 
and to lay aside any fixed standard or 
formularies except the fundamental 
standard of the Bible, as contained in 
the Old and New Testaments. This 
principle was declared in the resolution 
of the last General Assembly — 

“That the Church has the sole and exclusive 
right and power, from time to time as duty 
may require, to her Courts to alter, change, 

| ald to, and modify her constitution and laws 
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according to the standard and formularies, and 
to determine and declare what these are, and 
to unite with other Christian Churehes.” 
That gave full and complete liberty to 
the United Free Church. Supposing, to 
take an extreme, that the majority of 
the General Assembly and of the Presby- 
teries agreed to join the Church of Rome, 
they would have fuj] liberty to do so. 
That was an extreme illustration—but it 
was quite possible that in future this free- 
dom now claimed by the United Free 
Church might lead very far to the adoption 
of other principles than those now held by 
the majority of its members. The 
same principle of absolute freedom 
was being laid down in the declarations 
of trust which were taking the place of 
the old model trust deed, out of which 
this difficulty had arisen. This was a 
very large step. It was giving the 
Church the right to reconstruct its formu- 
laries as and when it pleased and to re- 
lax its standards if and when it was 
convinced that that was right and 
necessary. He agreed in principle, because 
he believed in the principles of evolution 
and development. He held that— 
“Through the ages one increasing purpose 
runs,” 
and he would rather leave to the wisdom 
of the Church in the future the decision 
on points that arose from time to time 
than try to confine them according to 
ideas that were held at the present time. 


The freedom which was thus 
given by the Bill was not realised 
by the Leader of the Opposition, 
and necessarily reacted upon all other 


Churches, and most directly upon the | 


Church of Scotland. Therefore, it was 
upon Clause 5 that so much of this de- 
bate had turned. 


of the Leader of the Opposition were. He 
told them this was an apple of discord, and 


amari alquid, but he did not know whether | 
He raised | 


he objected to it on its merits. 
difficulties al out the Established Church 


altering its formularies, but he should like | 


to know whether he objected to it on its 
merits. He wished the right hon, Gentle- 
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was not the right way in which to 
approach a subject of this sort, and it 
was not the way in which leading men in 
the United Free Church or other promi- 
nent men had approached it. A great 
religious problem was under discussion in 
this Parliament, produced by the case of 
the United Free Church, but that problem 
stirred the waters altogether, and it was 
right that it should be dealt with asa 
whole. What the Lord-Advocate said 
was true as to the eficct upon men de- 
siring to join the Church, and who found 
in the one Church rigid and archaic 
standards, and that they were tied down 
to every single word of the declaration 
200 years old, of which the manner at any 
trate had become obsolete altogether, and 
which was no longer believed by one man 
in athousand. It was a serious matter, 
when aman was considering what Church 
he was to join, whether he found 
himself pledged to sign his full and exact 
belief in a declaration of that sort, or 
whether he was called upon to give his 
assent and approval to the standard as 
a whole. In that case he accepted and 
believed the main principles, but he 
could leave out of consideration smaller 
details which were no longer part of 
our modern method of thought. It 
would be a grave thing for the Church 
of Scotland if the most promising young 
men with tender and delicate consciences 
were lost and driven into other Churches 
| whose activity was as great, and whose 
| ideals and views on all other points were 
| so closely akin to those of the Established 
| Church. When this problem was once 
/opened they ought to deal with it as 
affecting all Churches and not the one 
only, therefore this relaxation ot formula 
was sought. 








There had been no | 
clear objection to Clause 5 on its merits. | 
He could not make out what the views | 


The right hon. Gentleman spoke 
of it as if it was some new idea, 
and that they did not know what the 
| feeling of Scotland was. As if the thing 
had not been under discussion for 
many years and accepted unanimously 
by the General Assembly. The Church 
of England obtained a similar relaxa- 
| tion forty years ago in regard to 
| the Articles, Under the Crergy Subscrip- 








man had not used words which were) tion Act a similar change was made 
hardly worthy as to the attitude of the | from a form which made a man declare 
Church of Scotland in this matter. He his absolute assent and consent to every- 
talked of brokerage or bargaining. That 


_ Mr. Parker Smith 


| thing prescribed inthe Thirty-nine Articles 
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and the Book of Common Prayer. There 
was a certain difference, for that Act pre- 
scribed the exact terms of the formula 
which was to be substituted for a 
too narrow and rigid formula, and 
this Act while maintaining the stand- 
ard of the Confession of Faith, left 
it in the hands of the Church to decide 
upon the exact formula. That difference 
was a Very small one. The right hon. 
Gentleman said there was no precedent ; 
but there was the Scotch precedent of 
1690, that great Act of the Revolution 
settlement to which they wished to re- 
turn. What they wished was to take 
away the stringent test imposed for a 
temporary purpose and to return to the 
strong principle which was embodied 
in the first Act. That was what they 
desired and the difference was very small. 
The constitution of the Church of Scot- 
land, in which the governing body was 
infinitely more a lay body than in the 
Church of England, and the certainty 
that any proposal of serious change 
would arouse the keenest interest in 
Scotland, and would be fully dis- 
cussed in each independent Presbytery 
before it was accepted, should 
be an amply sufficient protection 
against any ash or ritualistic changes 
which some Members seemed so to 
fear. It was absolutely and com- 
pletely a Liberal principle to relax tests 
and to give freedom of opinion to men in 
all positions, to professors as well as to 
ministers, and he could not conceive any 
real objection being taken to the change 
on the merits. 


Of course the point might be 
raised that it was a separate matter, 
and might be dealt with in a 
separate Bill. He had tried to show it 
was not a separate matter, but was more 
closely akin to the rest of the Bill than 
appeared at first sight. In addition to 
that they all knew there was a practical 
reason for joining the two, viz., that it 
was extremely difficult to get a Bill 
through Puriiament which had not the 
immediate pressure of urgency behind it. 
That was a practical answer to the 
Suggestion that the Bi!l would be better 
separated, Seeing that there was not the 
smallest chance of this clause becoming 
law if it was not taken as part of this 
measure, he did not think it should be 
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| separated. The objections to it had 


merely been that it would endanger the 
Bill, because it would be a stumbling 
stone and would raise opposition. All 
that went if it did not arouse opposition, 
and people were content to take it on the 
merits. He believed and trusted this 
measure would bring back peace to 
Scotland and that it would be a great 
boon to all the Presbyterian Cuurches of 
Scotland. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morky), as an English Member, 
apologised for intervening in a debate 
which related purely to a Scotch 
matter, but the whole of the discus- 
sion bad gone to prove that every 
speaker was conscious of the fact that 
there were questions raised by the Bill 
different from the particular effect on 
the Free Churches. The introduction 
of Clause 5 into this Bill had created a 
feeling of surprise and alarm amongst a 
good many people interested not only in 
these questions from the Se: tch point of 
view, but in the question of the relationship 
existing between Church and State ina 
ingland as well as in Scotland. In the 
first place, he thought, and hon. Members 
on the other side must feel, that it was 
not exactly a praiseworthy action on the 
part of the Government to take advan- 
tage of the present difficulties of one 
Church to advance the interests of 
another, while many other Members 
could not possibly accept the principle 
laid down in Clause 5. A very great 
price might be paid by his hon. frends 
who accepted this Bill with this clause in 
it, for it was more far-reaching than any 
Committee point. They had had a learned 
defence of Clause 5 from the Lord-Advo- 
cate and an able defence from the hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down. The 
Lord-Advocate referred to the handi- 
capping of the Church of Scotland and the 
hon. Member ‘or Partick referred to tne 
tender consciences of the clever young 
men who wishcd to ener the Church 
who had grave difficulties in regard to 
the present Confe-sion of Faith. It was 
the first time he had ever heard of the 
handicapping of the Established Caurch 
or of the State with regard to ihe 
Established Church. Up to the present 
the Established Church had had all the 
Other people had been 





1047 Churches 


handicapped and had tender consciences, 
but they had had t> come out of the 
Established Churches both of England 
and Scotland. He was surprised also to 
hear the hon. Member for Partick in 
that portion of his speech dealing with 
the Disruption of the Church speaking of 
that Disruption as a blunder. 
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these positions of emolument, position, 
and power but when it came to giving 
any real and satisfactory relief they gave 
the lie direct to the Commiss on and were 
going to hand over the power in regard 
to the tests to the Ecclesiastical Board 


(Scotland) Bill. 


-and withdraw the powers which the 


He was) 


perfectly certain that had it not been | 
for the Disruption they weuld never have | 


heard anything of Clause 5. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH: I made a 
mistake. What I meant to say was 
that the Disruption was the result of a 
misunderstanding. 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON: Does the 
hon. Gentleman deny that he used the 
word ‘‘ blunder.” 


Mr. PARKER SMITH: I daresay I 
used the word “blunder,” but I never 
should have described it as a blunder; it 
was a misfortune, and the result of a 
misunderstanding in the Church, 


Mr. ALFRED HUTTON said it was due 
to the Disruption that we had that liberty 
of conscience of which we had heard so 
much. This clause went much further 
than the limitation as to the  sub- 
scription to the Confession of Faith. 
When they left it to the Church from 
time to time to alter its formula of sub- 
scription it was certain that the Con- 
fession of Faith was itselfin danger. But 
when they could draw up a formula of 
subscription the State could say they no 
longer insisted on the Confession of Faith 
as a test of the basis of faith. It was an 


State had hitherto held over their own 
Universities. He presumed the friends 
of the National Church, the State Church, 
were not merely friends of the State 


'Church from the £s.d. point of view. 
‘They were friends of the Established 


Church because they believed in its 
principles; because they believed the 
nation had some duty, some rights to 
exercise, which it could only exercise 
through a Church ; some duties and rights, 
spiritual and moral, which it could only 
perform through the agency of a Church, 


= When the State withdrew from the per- 
formance of its duties to the Church and 
handed over to the Church the right to 
draw up its own formula of subscription 
and test of profession of faith that 
was a denial of the principle of Establish- 
ment, and the advocates and supporters 
of this Bill knew the Staite were taking 
the first step towards disestablishment, 
But when they took the first step they 
had no right to stop where they did. If 
they were go'ng to claim a right of free- 
dom spiritually they must claim the whole 
of the rights offree property. They must 


retain ali the power and patronage and 


freedom of property, which was really the 
meaning of a State Church. That would 
be creating a precedent which he could 


imagine the noble Lord the Member for 


extraoidinary thing that the Government | 
never paid any attention to the Reports of | 


its own Commissioners when their Reports 
were inconvenient. The Commission 


appointed in connection with ihe Scotch | 


Churches never referred to the conditions 
o. the Established Church at all, yet the 
Government presumed to introduce this 
clause. The Government also appointed 
a Con.mission to inquire into the question 
of the Scotch Universities’ tests, and in 
the dace of the recommendations of that 
Commission they proposed to hand over 
all the power in regard to the religious 
tests to the Ecclesiastical Bourd. 


Greenwich using in a very formidable 
Manner in times to come. It would 
delight the heart of the noble Lord 
to hear that this House was going to 
abandon the principle which governed 
the Established Church, and to adopt a 


/new one which left it to the National 
| Church to draw up its own subscription, 


What about the tender consciences in | 


that case ? 


Mr. Alfred Hutton. 


They were to appropriate all | 


its own formula, its own creed, and to 
ptactice its own ritual; because that 
was bound to follow in the long run. In 
fact, it might obviously take the form of 
sayin: thit they were not bound by any 
particular Confession of Faith or the 
wiole Thiity-nine Articles. Tnis was 
legislation to Justily that dcetrine of re- 
servation which came under the contempt 
of all honest men. and he thought the 
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action the Government was taking in 
connection with the Scotch Churches was 
a very doubtful one. He begged to 
move. 


*Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, 
N.W.) said he desired to second the 
Amendment submitted to the House so 
ably by his hon. friend, and should like 
to emphasise the objection he had taken 
to Clause 5. He should have called 
it an extfaordinary clause were it not for 
the fact that they had been treated by 
the present Government on many previous 
occasions to similar legislation. The 
object of this Bill had been very ably 
aid adequately described by the Lord- 
Advocate in introducing it, and ke could 
not help feeling that in the latter part 
of his remirks the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself showed he must be 
aware of the invasion made by this clause 
in the Bill. It appeared that the authors 
of the Bill saw an opportunity of deal.ng 
with a question which had often, no doubt, 
been referred to, but as to which there 
was no feeling in the House or the 
Clause 5 dealt with the Estab- 


countrv. 
lished Church. It must be noted that 
the two Churches coming to the 


House of Commons to seek relief were 
neither of them Established Churches, 
and therefore it was a matter of appor- 
tioning property belonging to either 
one or the other. But when they 
came to deal with property belonging 
to the Established Church they were 
on altogether differert lines, and it 
seemed that in franing this Bill the 
Lord-Advocate and those acting with 
‘im had framed it on lines which they 
knew would not pass this House, but 
which would meet the opposition of 
the bulk of the United Free Church. 
They must have been aware that this 
Bill could not find acceptance with the 
large body of the Free Churches repre- 
sented in this House, and the question 
therefore was, why was this Bill framed 
on principles which were known to be 


14 Juty 1905} 


(Scotland) Bill. 1050 


bid as much as you mean to give; 
but leave a little to bargain with.” 


| He was quite sure that the Lord-Advo- 
| cate was wrong when he said that as a 
| body the United Free Churchmen would 
| not object to the principle of Clause 5. 
| He believed they did object to it, but 
| the position was this: They were offered 
| the Bill with certain Amendments which 
| would to a larg» extent meet the needs 
|of their own Caurch, but those Amend- 
ments were offered on the condition that 
this fifth Clause was accepted with the 
amended form of the Bill submitted by 
the Lord-Advocate. That was a principle 
| which they too often treated with in the 
House. Members of the Government, 
‘and he ventured to say the Prime 
Minister, on more than one occasion had 
offere1 to this House Bills on the 
| principle that ‘I will do justice to you 
if you will allow me to do an injustice 
t> somebody else.” Taat really was the 
position of this fifth Clause in the Bill 
now before the House, and on the whole 
ihe regretted that the members of the 
United Free Church had not stood firm 
in demanding what the Lord-Advocate 
had given them in tne amended form in 
which he proposed to introduce the Bill 
without at the same time assenting to the 
principle of the fifth Clause to which he 
believed they almost universally objected, 
because in assenting to this principle 
they were doing it at the expense of the 
Free Churches generally. He could well 
understand the anxiety they had to see 
|a just Bill carred throuzh the House, 
/and he could well understand the vast 
issues at stake. The Prime Minister 
understood that, and he was perfectly 
sure he was playing a game in which he 
must ultimately be victorious, but he 
| thought it would have been more worthy 
| of the past traditions of the United Free 
Church of Scotland if they had deter- 
| mined to adhere to their own righteous 
'demands without sacrificing a principle 
| which must put the Free Churches 





unacceptable ? Clearly so that the rest of | generally into a position of disadvantage. 
the Bill might be used to bargain for the | Moveover, he believed that their friends 
retention of Clause 5. It was not a high | of the United Free Church would have 
moral proceeding to frame a Bill on | carried a Bill worthy of the claims which 
principles known to be unacceptable in | they made, because, whilst he knew the 
order that they might be bartered| Prime Minister would probably have 
with. The Bill savoured more of the | threatened the withdrawal of the Bill, he 
horse-dealing principle of “do not! did not feel that even he, who was very 
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often capable of defying public opinion, 
would dare to risk the withdrawal of 
sucha Bill in the present state of religious 
affairs in Scotland and in face of the dis- 
order which would be likely to grow out 
of such withdrawal. 


The Free Churches of England looked 
upon this struggle with the greatest 
possible interest and sympathy, although 
he feared the admission 
Clause into the Bill would 
lessen the sympathy which 


somewhat 
would 


otherwise have flowed out in the fullest | 


and freest manner. They felt that 
that clause contained a most dangerous 
principle, and by sacrificing the present 
advantage for the sake of a great principle, 
they would perhaps have found the easiest 
way out of the difficulties which now 
surrounded them. Like his hou. friend 
who had preceded him, he would not 
enter into those matters which entirely 
affected the interests of Scotch Members, 
but, in acceding to the Bill with 
this fifth Clause in it, he felt they 
would be conceding a principle to which 
they were diametrically opposed. 
easily defined. They believed that every 
Church had 
own creeds and Confessions; — but 
the clause in question dealt with what 
claimed to be a National Church, and 
therefore Parliament, in their opinion, 
should keep complete control over its 
property. The fifth Clause proposed to 
make a stupendous change. It was like 
the Redistribution Bill. It was very 
simple, but it had to do with great 
constitutional questions which had 
occupied the attention of many of the 


ablest ecclesiastical m nds, as well as lay | 


minds, for generations past. It would 
give to the General Assembly, or to 
Convocation if the same principle were 
carried out in England, the disposal of all 


that property which was regarded as | 
national property with no responsibility | 
resting upon it as to the creed to which | 


it adhered. Therefore it claimed all the 
advantages without the disadvantages 


which they felt belonged to a National | 


Church. He thought that the argu- 
ment had not been recognised with | 


regard to freedom of conscience and | 
liberty of subscription and so forth. They 
contended that those things were incom- 
patible with a National Church, and that 


Mr. George White. 
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if a Church claimed, as they thought it 
ought to rightly claim, religious freedom 
in these respects, it could only do so by 
resigning those emoluments and proper- 
ties which it had in trust for the nat‘on, 
It submitted in a sense to be handcuffed, 
and yet wanted to slip those handcufis 
and enjoy freedom whenever it saw fit to 
do so. 





of the fifth | 


The | 
attitude of the Free Churches was very | 


a right to proclaim its | 


__ Down to a certain period in our 
|English history Royal hands were 
laid upon this property and it was 
‘dealt with as they thought best 
‘until limited by Parliament. Then 


the property was transferred to Parlia- 
/ment, and right down from that time 
'to now it had always claimed to 
| exercise its authority over it. There- 
| fore the title, he thought. was good 
/enough for the contention he placed be- 
|fore the House. It is for those who 
|supported the clause to justify the 
| change which it brought about. They 
ae to convince Parliament that it had 
no claim over a Church which claimed 
|to be a National Church holding pro- 
pertv on behalf of the nation, and that 
it had no more control over such Church 
than it had over Nonconformist Churches 
| which had never held allegiance to Par- 
liament at all, Perhaps it might be 
|thought a matter in which he, as a 
| Free Churchman, had no right to inter- 
|fere, but they claimed to have certain 
| rights in connection with the National 
Church so long as it remained allied to 
\the State. To what extent could a 
| National Church alter its beliefs and 
still remain the same Church and have 
the same hold upon the properties en- 
‘trusted to it by the nation? There, he 
thought, was the gist of the whole matter. 
The question presented to many mem- 
bers of the Established Church now 
was how far could a Protestant Church 
/go towards Romanism without sacri- 
ficing its claims to be considered 
a Protestant Church and, therefore, losing 
its 2laim upon properties which it now 
administered on behalf of the nation. 
He contended that the fifth Clause asked 
Parliament to resign its control over the 
Confessions and formule of the Established 
Church, and that was the serious part of 
it in their judgment. If that clause 
| passed, the General Assembly in Scotland 
| would have power to subscribe practically 
| to anything which the predominant party 
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in that General Assembly might desire to 
carry. He thought the clause far too 
serious a one to be inserted in a Bill 
brought in for another purpose, and that 
it was far too serious a question for 
a Parliament in senile decay to 
attempt to settle when it had engaged 
the attention of the ablest men 
in this country for generations past. If 
the Church of Scotland desired to com- 
plete its freedom and to have none of 
those restrictions referred to, it knew the 
way by which that freedom could be 
obtained. It could not in its present 
position deny the right of Parliament to 
interfere, and could not ask Parliament to 
give it complete liberty in regard to mat- 
ters of its belief. It had only to follow 
the example of those Churches relying on 
voluntary aid instead of State funds to 
secure that precious inheritance. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out all the words after the word 
‘That,’ and at the end of the Question to add 
the words ‘in the opinion of this House no ap- 
provalshould be given to any measure which has 
the effect of giving an Established Church 
the right to change or modify its creeds, or 
any formula of subscription thereto, without 
such change or modification being submitted 
and specifically sanctioned by Parliament.’ ”"— 
(Mr Alfred Hutton.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words 
ytoposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said that 
without in any way attempting to throw 
any disparagement upon the speeches 
of the mover and the seconder of this 
Amendment he should Ike to recall the 
the House to the provision which was 
intended to be made by this Bill for 
settling this question in Scotland. He 
joined in the satisfaction which had been 
>xpressed in regard to what the Lord- 
Advocate had said in moving the Second 
Reading of the Bill, for he had removed 
a great many difficulties out of their path 
by the changes which he had announced 
on behalf of the Government. The 
Lord-Advocate knew that there had been 
some dissatisfaction with several of the 
provisions in this Bill, but the majority 
of those difficulties had been removed 
by his statement and so they might now 
expect a comparatively easy passage for 
the Bill, He did not deny that there 
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were some questions which still required 
very careful consideration, but a great 
many of the difficulties which previously 
existed had now been removed. He did 
not quite follow what the Lord-Advocate 
conveyed by his reference to the free 
funds. He did not know whether he 
considered the fund belonging to the 
colleges were free funds. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I meant free 
in this sense, that they would be available 
for the education of ministers of the 
Free Church. 


Mr. BRYCE said he did not dissent 
from that view, but he thought that it 
would require some further consideration 
when they reached that point. He would 
now say a few words about the sustenta- 
tion fund and the provision for the 
legal Free Church. It was very difficult 
to put an interpretation upon the words 
“adequate provision,” for that might 
mean a great deal. He thought it would 
have been a great deal better, considering 
what an admirable Report the Commis- 
sloners gave them and how thoroughly 
they appeared to understand the question, 
to have left them rather more freedom 
than the use of the words “ adequate 
provision” would give them. He felt 
uneasy lest the Commissioners should 
think that they would be tied by the 
word “adequate” to make a provision 
for the legal Free Church which would 
be, so to speak, adequate to bring 
the incomes of its ministers and manses 
up to that obtained from the sustenta- 
tion fund previously. Before they 
agreed to the principle of saying that 
funds must be taken from the United 
Free Church to make a full and 
ample provision for the legal Free 
Church, he thought the House should 
consider what the actual facts were. 
The congregations of the legal Free 
Church had nearly always been small and 
poor congregations. According to the 
admirable principles laid down and en- 
forced with so much eloquence by Dr. 
Chalmers they had been supported by the 
rest of the Church and in particular by 
the richer congregations. The endowments 
of the sustentation fund had given them 
this assistance, and the annual gifts 
which the poorer congregations had re- 
ceived in addition to the income from the 
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sustentation fund had also come from 
the richer congregations. The richer 
congregations belonged to the United 
Free Church and the poorer congrega- 
tions to the legal Free Church. These 
richer congregations had now a new 
burden thrown upon them, and they 
would have much to do in the way of 
supplying the property which the decision 
of the House of Lords had taken from 
them. They would have to expend larger 
sums, not only for their own poorer con- 
gregations, but also to make up what 
thev had lost in other ways. Was it right 
that, in endeavouring to allocate property 
between these two religious bodies, they 
should consider that everything was io 
be taken from the United Free Church to 
supply all the needs of the legal Free 
Church? He submitted that that would 
be going a gcod deal too far and this 
Bill, even aiter allowing for the altera- 
tions which had been suggested by the 
Lerd-Advocate, was too much in the 
direction that full provision must be 
made for the legal Free Church at what- 
ever cost to the other Church. It was 
all verv well to be generous, but they 
must look at the facts and at what had 
been done by the two parts of the com- 
munity which had now been separated 
into these two Churches. It would be a 
very great hardship to impose upon the 
United Free Church majority the obliga- 


Churches F 


tion of requiring them to take from their | 
libraries and buildings, and from their | 


funds, all that might be supposed to be 


necessary for the purposes of the con- | 


gregations of the other Church. 


He would turn now to the question | 
which had raised a certain mexsure of | 


controversy—he alluded to the question 
raisel by Clause 5. 
bered that this Bill was properly an 


emergency Bill which had been brought | 


in to deal with an acute question which, 
if not dealt with, might give rise to 
social disorder, Although the people 
of Scotland had, as arule, a great deal 
of restraint and control over their 
feelings, he might say that upon this 
question those feelings had run very high, 
and if a measure of this kind was not 
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Churches, neither of which was an Estab- 
lished Church. There had suddenly arisen 
a new and large question which raised 
enormous and wide issues which stretched 
far beyond anything contemplated when 
the Bill was first promised. This was a 
question which effected not only the 
clergy but the laity of the Established 
Church, because the laity were profoundly 
affected by anvthing which affected 
the Church. When a clergyman was 
appointed and there was a new creed 
every member of the congregation was 
affected, and the security which the mem- 
bers of the congregation had before was 
removed. ‘What was now proposed was 
nothing less than a provision that the 
Established Church of Scotland should he 
allowed to change its creed. It was said 
by the Lord-Advocate that the General 
Assembly of the Established Church of 


Scotland was comnosed of lavmen as well 





It should be remem- | 


as clergymen, but sthe Lord-Advocate 
| must know that the representation of the 
‘laity in that Assembly did not prevent 
the clergy, owing to their superior know- 
| ledge, powers of speech, character, and in- 
| fluence, from exercising a predominating 
influence and consequently the security 
of the Scottish laity was really to be 
found in the control of Parliament. 


The Lord-Advocate gave an_ inter- 
esting historical sketch of what hap- 
pened in 1693, and he drew the moral 
i that we should do what was done in 
| 1690. The Parliament of 1690 and the 
people were not satisfied with the way 
| matters were left at that time. Although 
| the nation and the Church were then re- 
| garded as coterminous, still the General 
| Assembly was not considered a body to 
| be left entirely to itself in a matter of 
| 
| 
| 


such gravity, and consequently Parlia- 
ment stepped in, in 1690, and considered 
that this was a question which affected 
'the whole laity, and, therefore, nothing 
‘else than a council of the nation could 
|deal with it. Consequently they de- 
| cided that they would not leave the ques- 
‘tion in the hands of the assembly, and 
they took it over themselves. That 
action had been allowed to remain good 
| from that date until now, and until quite 








immediately passed nobody could say | recently no question was raised as to 
what would happen in Scotland. It was | Parliament being the proper body to deal 
a Bill which dealt with the question of | with a matter of such extreme gravity 
preperty only and property between two | and importance. 


Mr. Bryce. 


It was nothing less 
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than changing the creed of the country. 
[MrNIsTERIAL cries of “No, no!”]. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite said “No, no,” 
but he would endeavour to make that 
point clear. The proposal of this Bill 
was to allow the General Assembly of 
the Church of Scotland to alter the form 
of subscription, and that, in his opinion, 
was altering the creed. He thought 
the Attorney-General would not deny 
that that was the case. That was the 
whole burden of this controversy. With 
every deference to the authorities he 
saw before him, he submitted that there 
were many formule, which would be 
within the meaning of Clause 5, which 
would be entirely different from the 
declaration of assent which was made by 
a minister now when he took his 
declaration. Let them suppose, for 
instance, this formula: “I assent to the 
Confession of Faith in so far as the same 
is agreeable to Holy Scripture.” With 
great deference to the Attorney-General, 
he was not prepared to accept his ipse 
dixit on that question. He thought 
there were forms which would be more 
complicated, and which would give more 
opportunity for captious criticism. He 
thought that was a form which would 
be within the term of the clause. It 
would be a formula of subscription to 
the Confession of Faith, and yet it would 
be a formula under which very large 
liberty of confession would be left in the 
individual case. He did not deny that 
the matter was open to controversy, 
but he did not admit for a moment that 
the Attorney-General was right in say- 
ing that a Court would reject that as 
not within the meaning of Clause 5. 
Should an Established Church possess 
the power of making its own creed or alter- 
ing the formula of subscription? Why 
did the State in the seventeenth century 
establish a particular Church? It was 
because that Church held the truth 
as delivered by Christ and His Apostles. 
[t did not choose the Church from a 
particular body of men; it chose the 
Church because it held the doctrine 
which the State believed to be true. 
The nation said, “ We believe this creed 
to be true, and therefore we adopt it, 
and establish the Church accordingly.” 
It was the act of the nation, and not the 
act of the Church, or, rather, it was the 
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act of the nation acting in its capacity as | 
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a Church, because they were assumed to 
be identical. Well, they had passed a 
long way from those times. The nation 
and the Church were no longer identical. 
The nation now consisted very largely 
of persons who did not belong to the 
Church. In the Presbyterian Churches 
there were about a-half, broadly speaking, 
who did not belong to the Established 
Church, and if they took the whole of 
the population, church-goers and non- 
church- goers, it would be still more 
apparent that the Church and the nation 
were no longer coterminous. Was it 
right and proper that the nation should 
abrogate the function which it had 
hitherto held of determining what was 
to be the creed of the National Church, 
and leave that to a body which no longer 
represented the nation, but only a 
particular part of it? That was really 
the main question which they had now 
to discuss. It would involve a very 
protracted discussion, and, therefore, 
he would not attempt to examine at 
present the propositions which were 
submitted by his hon. friends the Mem- 
bers for the Morley Division of York- 
shire and North-West Norfolk, who 
brought this question before the House 
in an Amendment. It might be that 
they would have to argue that in Com-.- 
mittee. It would take a long time to argue 
it now, and, therefore, he preferred to 
leave it to the Committee stage. But 
he did desire to emphasise the point 
before passing from the matter, that, so 
far as he knew, there was no Established 
Protestant Church in the world which 
left the determination of the faith of the 
nation to an ecclesiastical assembly. 
It was certainly not so in Germany 
and Holland. The Roman. Catholic 
Church was in an entirely different 
position. It was the Church Universal 
according to its own Glaims. = It 
was the Church which claimed to be 
the universal Christian Church of “he 
world. Where it was established it 
was established not in respect of any 
Act of Assembly. It was established in 
respect of the doctrine which was held 
to be the doctrine of the Roman Catholic 
Church as declared by the Pope, or the 
General Council, or the Pope and the 
General Council combined. That was 
a very different position from the position 
taken up by any Protestant Church. He 
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asked, and he hoped he would have an | 
answer, whether there was a Protestant | 
Church in the world which left, as this | 
Bill proposed to do, the determination | 
of the national faith to an ecclesiastical 
power. 


Let him examine one argument 
raised by the Lord-Advocate. He said | 
that it had become necessary to restore 
to the Established Church the position 
ot freedom which would enable it to 
compete with the United Free Church. 
He must say that there was something 
distasteful to him in talking about com- 
petition between Churches. It was rather 
unfortunate, he thought, that this Bill 
should be put forward as a method 
of securing competition betwen two 
Churches. That was not the spirit in 
which they were accustomed to approach 
these questions in Scotland, and he was 
sorry to think any countenance shoald 
have been given, no doubt quite un- 
intentionally, to that view by any lan- 
guage used by the Lord-Advocate. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: You have 
misrepresented my argument. I used 
no language which would convey to 
anyone the meaning which the right 
hon. Gentleman says. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am very glad to hear 
the right hon. Gentleman’s explanation. 
My observation was founded on the re- 
mark that “this is a handicap” to the 
United Free Church. I understand that 
he withdraws the expression. 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I do not 
withdraw the expression. I object to 


the misrepresentation of the expression. 


Mr. BRYCE said nothing was further | 


from his mind than to misrepresent the 


Lord-Advocate, and he was very glad | 
to have elicited the explanation that 


nothing of the kind was present in the 
mind of the right hon. and learned 
Gentleman. He thought the best way | 
would have been to withdraw the expres- | 
sion. The remark of the Lord-Advocate | 
appeared to him to be founded on a 
misconception. He seemed to think that | 


something was being done by this Bill | 
to give to the United Free Church a) 
freedom which it did not previously | 
possess, but that was not the fact. What | 
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had happened was this. The United 
Free Church: conceived itself, until the 
House of Lords gave decision, to be the 
Free Church of Scotland as it had gone 
on from 1843. The House of Lords 
It had said : 
“You are a new body altogether, you 
are not the old Free Church.” That 
body did not wish any gift of freedom 
from the Government. It had its free- 
dom already, and enjoyed it as a new 
Therefore, there was a complete 
misconception on the part of the Lord- 
Advocate, and it was one which was 


‘shared by his right hon. friend the 


Member for Partick. He saw nothing 
in the rest of the Bill to justify the in- 
troduction of this novel and highly con- 
troversial element. He thought this 
was a very great question to be under- 
taken at this part of the session. He 
ventured to believe that the proposed 
change was not accepted with perfect 
unanimity in the Established Church 
itself. They had all received satements 
purporting to come from organisations 
of the Church protesting against it, 
and he thought time ought to be given 
for the due expression of the opinion 
of the Established Church as to whether 
or not they desired this change to be 
made. 


There was one other point to 
which he wished to draw attention. 
It was the provision in this clause in 
regard to Universities. Now the House 
knew that it was only in the Faculty 
of Divinity in the Scottish Universities 
that tests were still imposed on the 
professors, all other tests having been 
The Royal Commission on 
the Scottish Universities was directed 
to make a special Report on this question. 
The Roval Commission made a special 
Report in 1892 in which, by a majority, 
they recommended the abolition of tests 
in the theological faculties. That Report 
signed by extremely influential 
members—by Lord Elgin, by two Judges 
of the Court of Session, and by three 
gentlemen belonging to the Conservative 
Party ; so that it was in no way a Party 
question. No Party issue was raised. 
This deliverance was given on the ground 
of what was best for Scotland and the 
Scotch Universities; and the majority 
of the Commission observed that to 














to 


in 
ise 
Ity 
les 
he 
en 
on 


‘ed 








1061 Churches 


maintain the tests was most unfair to 
the other Churches. This Bill proposed 
not only to provoke and maintain, 
but to aggravate, that feeling. Hitherto 
the tests had been imposed by Parlia- 
ment, but this Bill proposed to leave 
it to an ecclesiastical body which was 
no longer representative of the nation, 
but only of a part of the nation, to 
impose any test it pleased upon the Chairs 
in the theological faculties of the 
national Universities. It declared the Uni- 
versities to be pro tanto not national 
but denominational. That was an un- 
heard of novelty and it had created great 
astonishment in Scotland that the Gov- 
ernment should have taken the oppor- 
tunity of this Bill to try to sectarianise 
the Scottish Universities. Although the 
tests had remained under the Established 
Church, it was in virtue of an Act of 
Parliament ; they were not imposed by 
the Church itself. This was a matter 
which would require to be dealt with 
in Committee. He proposed to move 
an Amendment in Committee which 
would have the effect of throwing open 
these Chairs, as was proposed long ago 
by the Royal Commission, and, as he 
thought, the general opinion of Scotland 
desired. 


They were all glad that the 
Government should have chosen the 
(ommission which they had done. They 
had confidence in the gentlemen com- 
posing that Commission, and wished 
that it should have, if possible, wider 
discretion than the Bill gave it, be- 
cause they believed it would be wisely 
exercised, and that it was extremely 
difficult to state in the words of an 
Act of Parliament the precise principles 
which ought to be applied. He was 
quite sure they would all join in desiring 
for this Commission that blessing which 
had been promised to those whose 
labours made for peace. 


Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) said he desired to speak 
only a few words on this occasion. He 
must say he was somewhat disappointed 
in the latter part of the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite; but 
in the first part of his speech the right 
hon. Gentleman spoke very convincingly 
of the Bill as being all for the good, and 
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he seemed to think that the Government 
had, on the whole, satisfactorily devised 
a scheme to adjust the claims of the 
two Churches. He also predicted that 
the Bill would have a comparatively 
easy passage through the House so 
far as his friends were concerned. He 
hoped that that would be the case. 
It was all-important that this Bill should 
be read a second time, and _ passed 
through all its stages as speedily as 
possible, to show the country that they 
were all in earnest in this matter. Ii 
that were not the case the result might 
be painful, and in some respects worse 
than painful. He did not wish to stir 
up any Party feeling whatever. He 
viewed this question from an entirely 
non-Party standpoint. They all knew 
the circumstances since the decision of 
the House of Lords was _ given. 
They also all knew that it was absolutely 
impossible to satisfy everyone con- 
cerned in every detail. There must be 
compromise, and there must be give and 
take. The Free Church in the meantime 
was master of the whole of the revenues as 
well as of the whole of the buildings and 
lands, and the United Free Church could 
hardly expect to get entirely what they 
had before ; but, at the same time, they 
expected justice to be dispensed by the 
Commission. In that case he was satis- 
fied that this Government Bill was the 
only engine to bring about that result, 
although he could not say he agreed with 
every sentence in it. On the whole the 
Bill was wisely conceived, and with the 
Amendments foreshadowed by the 
Lord-Advocate, especially as to the non- 
alienation of the trust monies and of the 
legacies, he thought it would be a very 
good Bill for the purpose they had in 
view. 


Let him say one or two words in 
regard to the fifth clause. The Leader 
of the Opposition asked why should not 
the elders be consulted as well as the 
ministers? The right hon. Gentleman 
really forgot the constitution of the 
Church of Scotland, by which one-half of 
the members of the General Assembly 
were elders. When they had this lay 
element in the General Assembly, and in 
the Presbyteries also, was it to be supposed 
that they would throw away any ad- 
vantage. that they would not look on 
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both sides of the question? The right 
hon. Gentleman said that this clause had 
been sprung upon the country. That 
was quite an inaccurate statement. The 
subject of the formula was mooted in 
1877, and it had since been brought up 
five or six times in the General Assembly, 
and in divers ways. In 1889 there were 
sixty-four Presbyteries which approved 
of a relaxation of the formula, and only 
sixteen dissented, while four desired 
alteration. In 1900 the Presbytery of 
Auchterarder forwarded to the General 
Assembly an overture on the subject, 
and the attention of the General Assembly 
was called to it by Sir John Cheyne, the 
Procurator of the Church, who took a 
very active part in this matter. In 1901 
a committee of the General Assembly 
presented a report on this overture, and 
in 1902 and 1903 the subject was dis- 
cussed, In 1904 the resolution in 
favour of the relaxation of the formula 
was carried unanimously in the General 
Assembly. Therefore, it could not be said 
that the Church of Scotland or the people 
of Scotland were taken unawares on this 
matter. There was a general consensus 
of opinion in Scotland that the formula 
was obsolete. They were asked only to 
go back to the Act of 1690 from that of 
i693, so that ministers might give a 
reneral assent tc the Confession of Faith 
astead of making every word of that 
Vonfession their own. He thought this 


ought to he conceded to the Kstab- 
lished Church of Scotland. In after 
years they would have in Scotland 


a strong Church like the Free Church. 
He would warn the House that the Free 
Church must be dealt with justly and 
fairly. It would not do to keep up old 
animosities. They could not forget that 
the Free Church had made great sacrifices 
for a cause which they believed to be 
sacred to their principles, and they had 
carried it out most nobly. The great 
point was whether one Church should get 
better terms than another, but they 
should bear in mind that union might be 
established between the three Churches, 
than which nothing could be better for 
Scotland. There was not such a dif- 


ference between these great communities, 
and if they could help them by passing 
this Bill, and if the result were an United 
Presbyterian Church, they would have 
done more good to Scotland than would 
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likely to pass that session. There were 
many points which would have to be 
discussed in Committee, but he hoped 
the Second Reading would pass to-night, 
and that the Bill would be law within 
a few days. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire), 
speaking as a Free Churchman and as 
a Scotsman, said his point of view was 
not exactly the same as that of the hon. 
Member who proposed the Amendment. 
He was very familiar with the theolc gical! 
opinion of Scotland, having followed it 
for forty or fifty years, and he felt an 
amount of sympathy for a clause intended 
to give a certain amount of liberty 
to the Established Church of Scotland. 
His view was that Churches should 
assist each other as far as they could. 
He belonged to a Church which had 
assumed liberty and paid very heavily 
for it, but that was no reason why it 
should not assist any other Church in 
obtaining liberty. During the last few 
vears almost every Presbyterian Church 
except the Established Church of Seot- 
land had sought to change their sub- 
scriptions to the Confession of Faith, 
and he hoped the House would deal 
generously in the matter and give, as 
far as possible, substantial justice to 
that Church. He quite admitted the 
present was a very inexpedient moment 
to raise such a question as the rights 
of the Established Church, and if he 
thought that perseverance with the 
clause would imperil the Bill he 
would certainly vote against it, but 
he hardly thought that would be the 
case. He believed the opinion of Scot- 
land was practically unanimous that 
such a change was necessary, and he 
reminded the House that there was a 
far wider breach between the Noncon- 
formists of England and the English 
Church than was the case in Scotland. 
He doubted if there was a_ single 
intelligent man who believed everything 
contained in the Confession of Faith. 
It was drawn up in an age of religious 
persecution, and was full of persecuting 
principles, and so every Church had 
made declarations that they did not 
believe in those persecuting principles. 
He could not conceive anything more 
demoralising than to require a man 
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to subscribe to doctrines he did not | 
believe in, and if they once destroyed | 
truth in a man they destroyed everything. , 

He guarded himself against saying that 
it was not a reasonable thing to give 
to an Established Church some identity. 
He agreed with the right hon. Member 
for Aberdeen that there must be some 
limit. There must be real identity 
in a Church. If it was to be an 
Established Church there must be some 
means of establishing identity. It was 
quite possible to see a union between 
the Presbyterian Churches of Scotland 
such as had taken place elsewhere. 
He suggested that in place of Clause 
5 the Government should adopt the 
exact language used in the Assembly 
of the Established Church this year. 
A resolution was passed unanimously 
that everyone subscribing in future 
should subscribe to the Confession of 
Faith as containing the sum and substance 
of the reformed faith. That would tie 
them down to what might be called 
evangelical doctrines, from which no 
church could deviate. He believed 
himself that the feeling of Scotland was 
entirely in favour of this measure of relief. 


*Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said he felt 
the same reluctance that other English 
Members felt in addressing the House 
on a matter which Scottish Members 
regarded as of a purely domestic character. 
But as he thought the clause to which 
the Amendment now before the House 
referred had a certain bearing on all 
Established Churches, he wished to be 
allowed, as a member of the Established 
Church of England, to say a few words. 
He did not wish to enter into the merits 
of this controversy between the United 
Free Church and the Free Church of 
Scotland. He did not share the view 
that no change was made in the status 
of the United Free Church by this Bill, 
because it would be open to that non- 
Kstablished Church to remodel, not only 
its formula, but its subordinate standards 
and Confession of Faith without losing 
its property at the will of a bare major- 
ity, whilst the minority, however strong, 
would have no Parliamentary title. That 
was a considerable change. A similar 
change would be brought about by the 
clause under discussion with regard to the 
Established Church of Scotland, in so far | 
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as the formula of subscription was con- 
cerned. There was no question of relaxa- 
tion about Clause 5. What was done by 
Clause 5 was that it abolished from the 


Statute book the present formula of sub- 


scription dating from 1693, leaving it to 
the General Assembly of the Church of 
Scotland to substitute such formula of 
subscription from time to time as seemed 
to them good. From the point of view 
of an Established Church that seemed 
to him to be a fundamental change, and 
he could not understand the frame of 
mind of those who thought the form of 
subscription was a secondary matter. 
It was perfectly true that the present 
intention of the General Assembly had 
been expressed in the direction of a relaxa- 
tion of the formula of subscription, but 
practically what the State said to the 
Church of Scotland by the fifth clause 
was this, “ Your subordinate standards 
and Confessions of Faith will remain on 
the Statute-book, but the terms by which 
you secure unity from your individual 
adherents can be modelled as -you please, 
we want to know nothing about it, 
and no inquiries will be made.” He 
thought that was a very remarkable 
change to bring about in the relations 
between the State and the Church as 
they had known it in this country, and 
even in some Continental countries. 


He could not understand the frame of 
mind of some hon. Members on his side of 
the House, who seemed to think that the 
real formula of subscription was quite a 
secondary matter. Why, in the Church 
of England it was everything. From his 
point of view, the formula was in some 
ways more important than the subordinate 
standards. If His Majesty’s Government 
would only keep the formula of subscrip- 
tion in their minds they could almost 
doanything. So far from disestablishing 
Churches, he did not see why some- 
thing should not be done to establish 
every Church. Why should not all 
their creeds be on the Statute-book ? 
Why shovld not a formula be in- 
vented, a theological master-key, which 
would fit them all? The only drawback 
would be that you might have a Church 
so comprehensive that no one would 
comprehend it. If it were once re- 
cognised that formule -of subscription 
were in some cases of more importance 
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than the standards, then he thought 
they would appreciate the true bearings 
of this momentous change. 


With the terms of the Amendment 
before the House he did not alto- 
gether agree, but, to use a phrase which 
he thought not inappropriate, with 
-the sum and substance”’ of the Amend- 
ment he completely agreed. He had not 
the least desire to withhold spiritual 
liberty from the Established Church of 
Scotland. He wished to make that 
point clear. If it were a question of the 
relaxation of the formula of subscription, 
he would be the last man in the House 
to get up and oppose it. The Church of 
Scotland was so democratic that he had 
not the least fear of a relaxation, but what | 
he did feel was that the Government in in- 
troducing this particular point had raised 


Churches 


the whole question of Establishment | 


as between Church and State. If the 
proposition were, as the hon. Gentleman 
who last spoke suggested, something that 
would give them in the Statute-book the 
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then possible, putting aside all questions 
of temporalities and pounds, shillings, 
and pence, for the State to say, as he 
maintained it did, if it passed Clause 5, 
that it was absolutely of no concern 
what turn spiritual events might take 
in that Church, which was the national 
embodiment of religion? How was it 
possible for a member of the Church of 
England to contemplate without alarm 
a precedent of that kind, which possibly 
sooner or later might be applied to his own 
Church. He hoped the Government 
would see their way to modify the clause, 
As the country South of the Tweed 
became possessed of the real significance 
of it, he was quite convinced it would 
excite considerable apprehension. He 
sympathised so strongly in every fibre of 
his being with every Scotch sentiment in 
| Teligion and with the warfare they had 
| had to waze in times past for principles 
which he held dear, that he would 
be the very last man to do any- 
thing to arouse their susceptibilities, 
but. after all, there was a solidarity 





formula which it was proposed to adopt, 


which would give to Parliament the power | 
of review, then he thovght there might | 


be a great deal to be said for the clause 
as it would then appear. But the| 
clause as now drafted appeared to him) 
designed not to keep the Church in con- | 
nection with the State, but to put all) 
Established Churches in the extra- | 
ordinary position that whilst the State | 
maintained their standards upon its | 
Statute-book it was to have no further | 
real concern in their spiritual develop- | 
ment. | 


He did not see his right hon. friend | 
the Prime Minister present, but for | 
some time past he had felt the greatest | 
desire to put to him one question :_ What | 
did he think was meant by a State | 
establishment of religion? He knew 
no man more competent to answer | 
a question of this kind, and he would 
gratify the Houce if he would tell them 
what, when this Bill had been passed, 
was going to be left of the ideas which 
had hitherto governed the relations 
between Church and State. Surely a 
State, in choosing a particular Church to 
represent it, affirmed that in that Church 
lay the national idea of religion, and 
that that Church was the most proper 
vehicle for its expression. How was it 


Mr. Austin Taylor. 


| sidered by the Government. 


in the Establishment principle that 
could not be ignored. He hoped that 
matter would be again con- 
The General 


| this 


| Assembly did not ask for what was pro- 


posed in the Bill. They asked for some- 
thing much less and quite different, 
and he was quite sure if time were given 
for consideration some modification would 
be found possible which would enable 
them to withdraw opposition to a con- 
tentious clause in a Bill which. they all 
desired should otherwise have a safe 
and speedy passage. 


*Mr. COMPTON RICKETT (Scar- 
borough) said he sympathised with the 
last speakers who said that it would 
be much better to leave Scotsmen to 
settle this question for themselves. Al- 
though they might be inclined to blame 
the United Free Church for want of 
consideration to the minority, they felt 
that by the introduction of the fifth 
clause in this Bill, England was brought 
into this question. They could not 
‘understand why a Clause which 
opened the whole question of the re- 
_laxation of creeds and the revision of 
‘trust deeds throughout the length and 
| breadth of these islands should have been 
|introduced accidentally in a Bill which 
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touched a question largely of money, | light to get into touch with the thought ; 
and which affected two Churches which the culture; and the revelation of to-day, 


were not established. 
very long before the effect of the judg- 
ment in the case of the United Free 
Church of Scotland would be felt among 
the Free Churches of England. Indeed, 
it was already being felt, and their 
trust deeds had been already challenged. 
It would tprobably be the fate of some- 
one in the next session of Parliament 
to approach this House with a Bill re- 
laxing the conditions under which trust 
deeds were interpreted, giving power 
to many more Churches than the United 
Free Church of Scotland to bring them- 


selves in line with the spiritual feeling | 
and intellectual standard of the thought ' 


of the day. A clause which laid down a 
principle so grave as that which was found 
in the fifth Clause of this Bill would 
naturally arouse suspicion, and be likely 
to create the impression that it was 
only the harbinger forecasting changes 
that might be introduced into the 
Established Church of England. 


There were two ways in which this 
clause had been approached. One was 
to minimise it by stating that it 
was merely declaratory, simply the in- 
terpretation of a great historic creed, 
v little relaxation of the bonds. If that 
vere so, then they were asked to 
sanction words in the form of a declara- 
tion and to explain away statements in 
a nonnatural sense. They were to in- 
troduce into the theological arena a 
diffentiation of meaning in clear state- 
ments of fact. This was certainly 
demoralising and would not be enter- 
tained in the world of business or in 
the domain of philosophy. Therefore 
on moral grounds they would be justified 
in resisting the suggestion that they 
were to allow religious teachers in any 
part of the country to interpret a creed 
in a sense in which they would not in- 
terpret any other formula and which 
they would scout under the ordinary 
conditions of daily life in the inter- 
course of man with man. If on the 
other hand this minimising was declared 
not to be the form desired then, in fact, 
as some speakers had argued, it really 
meant a revolution in the creed of the 
Established Church of Scotland. She 


It would not be | 


There could be a very great deal 
said in favour of the claim made on 
behalf of the Church of Scotland, and 
nobody realised more than he did the 
injury done to both countries from; he 
would not say the cast-iron, but the 
wrought-iron creeds which bound the 
religious bodies of to-day. The effect of 
it was shown in diminished attendance 
in churches, the want of support to 
religious movements, and the reaction in 
the spiritual and moral thought of 
the country. The liberty which was 
demanded was perfectly fair, and it 
should even go farther. To attempt to 
standardise the statements of theologians 
who lived 250 years ago, and te endeavour 
to encumber the thought of to-day, 
with its broader outlook and its larger 
knowledge with a fetish of ancient 
formule was doing great harm to religion, 
particularly among the working classes 
of the country. A great many of 


‘them on his side of the House, even a- 


mongst Free Churchmen, were in favour 
of this relaxation of bonds. were they 
not arrested by the fact that for an Es- 
tablished Church, the Government of the 
country assumed a sponsorship and there 
must be some kind of definition of its 
faith. The State could not support a 
chameleon Church, differently coloured at 
one time and another. That was one of 
the great objections to the principle of 
an Establishment. On the one hand it 
was necessary for Parliament to undertake 
the duty of definition. To enter upon 
theological discussions was inappropriate 
to that House. Members of an Estab- 
lished Church were tied closely to formule 
and creeds which they did not believe, 
and were driven to adopt every kind 
of expedient which intelligent men could 
devise in order to get behind them. 
[Cries of “ Divide, divide.”] With the 
freedom for which they asked, many in 
that House had much sympathy. How 
was that to be reconciled with the posi- 
tion of an Established Church ? 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned till 


was free to open her windows to the, this Evening’s Sitting. 
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EVENING SITTING. 


ADJOURNMENT (UNDER STANDING 
ORDER NO. 10) (OPERATION OF 


THE CRIMINAL LAW IN COUNTY 

GALWAY.) 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he did not suppose that any one 
would deny that the inauguration of a 
period of coercion in the government of 
Ireland was a matter of the gravest 
possible import, and the fact that this 
coercion regime was not open and 
avowed made the matter all the worse. 
The complaint he had to make was that 
while the pretence was held out in Eng- 
land that Ireland was to-day being 
governed according to the ordinary law, 
in reality the Government had entered 
upon a course of government of the 
country under exceptional legislation, 
which did not exist in any other part of 
the United Kingdom or the Empire. 
He was not there to defend law- breakers, 
but what he did complain of was that 
men under those circumstances charged 
in Ireland were about to be tried, not 
under the ordinary law, but under an 
exceptional law which existed in Ireland 
alone. In September, 1902, the Coercion 
Act, which had not been in operation 
for some considerable time before that 
date, was suddenly put into operation 
over a great portion of Ireland. A con- 
siderable number of counties were pro- 
claimed by the Lord-Lieutenant. Sec- 
tions 2 to 4 were put in force in those 
districts. Section 2 provided for the 
total prohibition of trial by jury, and the 
trial of serious offences by tribunals, 
consisting of deputies of the Executive 
Government. Section 3 provided that 
in the case of trial by juries in those dis- 
tricts, the ordinary juries could be set 
aside, and what were called special juries 
empannelled for the trial of the case. 
These special juries consisted of holders 
of £100 and upwards valuation, and it 
was not necessary to point out to any- 
one acquainted with Ireland, that that 
meant a very select and a very small 
body of the population. Section 4 pro- 
vided that a change of venue from one 
county to another might be carried out. 
British Members might say that special 


juries and change of venue were things | 


not unknown in Great Britain. Quite so; 


but those things in Great Britain were | 
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only to be obtained under the ordinary 
law by regular reasoned and argued 
motions made in the Courts, while under 
the sections he had quoted they were 
granted as a matter of course without any 
notice to the parties, without any argu- 
ment—granted as a right on the moticn 
of the Attorney-General. Under the 
provisions of the Act a number of people, 
including several Members of Parliament, 
were imprisoned. 


But a change came over the spirit 
of the dream of the Irish Government, 
and they were told that those 
methods were to be cast aside, and 
that, owing to the better spirit shown 
both by the Irish people and by their 
tulers, a new era was about to commence, 
and that the ordinary law was sufficient 
to govern Ireland. And one of Lord 
Dudley’s first official acts was the revoca- 
tion of the coercion proclamation. Sec- 
tion 2, the most offensive of those pro- 
clamations, was withdrawn absolutely, 
and Lord Dudley himself openly gloried 
in the fact that he was able to put an end 
to coercion. Speaking on February 11th, 
1903, a few days after the revocation of 
those proclamations, Lord Dudley said— 


Adjournment. 


“« Prophecy was always dangerous, especially 
in Ireland, but there was abundant reason to 
hope that they were entering upon a period 
when conditions would be very different from 
those of the immediate past. The reports 
from the country were satisfactory, and they 
were happily able to remove much. of the 
exceptional treatinent which they had been 
obliged to impose in the earlier part of last 
year. He hoped with all his heart that those 
who were responsible for the Government of 
Ireland would never again be compelled to 
enforce treatment of this kind. Never in his 
life had he signed anything more gladly than 
the proclamation of last week “(that was the 
proclamation revoking the proclamation of the 
Coercion Act).” He believed, indeed, that 
there was a good time coming.” 


At that time the general sentiment of 
England was that coercion had come 
to an end. Immediately after that 
speech the prison doors were opened, a 
number of Members of Parliament were 
released, and they were told that coercion 
was at an end. But it appeared now 
that all the time when that pretence was 


‘made (he did not use the word offensively 


with regard to Lord Dudley) that coercion 
was at an end in Ireland, the Govern- 
ment were keeping up their sleeve a 
stone in the shape of the powers under 
Sections 3 and 4 of the Act which now 
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they were going to put into force. Three | districts where people could not wring 
or four or five months ago a cry was | from the soil sufficient to pay rent or to 


raised by the Press of Great Britain | 
and certain politicians in Ireland, that | 


live. Unfortunately the district was 
cursed with landlords whose conduct 


coercion should once again be put in| could not be defended even by Colonel 


force in Ireland, and a conspiracy was set | 
on foot to delude the people of Great | 
Britain into the belief that certain parts | 
of Ireland were in a state of disturbance | 
and crime. That conspiracy was set | 
on foot, as he believed, with the direct 
intention of forcing the proclamation 
of Ireland under further powers of the 
Coercion Act, and once more abolishing 
trial by jury in those districts. They 
al! knew what occurred—how bogus 
outrages were reported at full length in 
the London papers, how the changes 
were rung day after day upon them, 
and how in every single case of such an | 
alleged outrage it was proved on in- | 
vestigation that the whole story was un- | 
true and that no outrage had taken | 
place at all. The truth was that no out- 
rages had been committed in Ireland, 
and the country was to-day, as it had been 
during all those months, in a state of 
crimelessness and peace which com- 
pared most favourably with that in any 
part of England, Scotland, or Wales. 
The hollowness of that conspiracy was 
exposed, with the result that the plot 
failed. 

Another plan of campaign was 
then adopted, of trying to put in force 
those sections of the Crimes Act which 
were not revoked by Lord Dudley in 
1903. At the present moment Galway 
was absolutely free from crime. The 
Recorder had recently said there was no- 
thing unusual in the state of the country. 
But notwithstanding this fact the Govern- 
ment had arrested some fifty or sixty 
men, almost all of them connected with 
branches of the United Irish League. for 
trial on charges of unlawful assembly. 
His objection was that these men were 
not to be tried by any ordinary law but 
hy juries made up of men who were their 
accusers. The object of the meetings 
which these men held was to promote 
the satisfactory working of the Land Act. 
He had visited this place of Galway. 
The situation there had been for a genera- 


spot in Ireland where so many magnifi- 
cent grass lands were to be found, but 





| put in force. 
tion absolutely appalling. There was no | 


Saunderson—men who ground the faces 
of the poor and never made a concession 
to enable the people to eke out a liveli- 
hood. To these people the Land Act 
was a mockery; it had no meaning. 
These people had called upon the land- 
lords to sell, and for the good of the 
country, and almost for the sake of 
humanity, to agree to enable the Act to 
work. There was no allegation that 
they did any violence or disturbance, 
and the only unlawful characterattributed 
to the meetings was that they tried to 


bring public opinion to bear upon these 


men to put the Land Act in operation. 
The jury panel under which these people 
would be tried was made up eitirely 
of landlords of the district and agents 
and graziers. Under such circumstances 
trial was a mockery, when one re- 
membered that in addition the Attorney- 
General, as representing the Crown, 
through his position had the unlimited 
right of challenging any juryman who 
came into the box to be sworn and 
ordering him to stand aside. 

While the pretence of trial by jury was 
still kept up they were sent to a special 
panel struck under the Coercion Act 
and consisting of.their enemies; and 
then, lest one of them might be fair, 
the Crown could come in and 
pick and choose any twelve men they 
liked of the lot. If it was his case he 
would preter to be tried by a coercion 
tribunal of two magistrates under Section 
2 rather than be tried under the formality 
of trial by jury when in reality there was 
no trial by jury at all. The provisions of 
this section had not been put in force for 
over two years, and that was the point of 
his asking permission to move the 
adjournment of the House. Froin the 
time that they were told that coercion 
would be dropped these provisions were 
permitted to remain a dead letter, but 
now, for some extraordinary and unex- 
plained reason, they were resuscitated and 
He protested against this 
action. He said the Government ought 
either to have the courage of their con- 
victions and proclaim these districts 


alongside were these wretched congested | under Section 2, abolish trial by jury, and 








1075 Adjournment. 
try these men by two removables from 
Dublin Castle, or else they ought to leave 
trial by jury to its naturalcourse. They 
were not doing one thing or the other. 
They had not the courage—courage was, 
perhaps, the wrong word to use in a case 
of this kind—they had not the audacity 
to proclaim Galway and abolish trial by 
jurv nakedly and honestly, when in the 
view of their own Judges there was no 
crime in the district. On the other hand, 
they had not the fairness to allow these 
men to be tried by the ordinary tribunal. 
They had taken a middle course, and 
were relying upon nominal trial by jury 
ona specially selected and packed tri- 
bunal. This was a very serious matter. 


{COMMONS} 
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the Court House at Ballinasloe and kept 
there until about twelve o’c!ock, when 
they were brought before a removable 
| magistrate. They had a farce of a trial, 
/and were committed to appear before 
the Judge of Assize in about a fortnight 
_ hence. What he complained of in this 
particular matter was that the alleged 
offence took place more than a month 
| previous to the morning of the arrest. 
| During all that time recourse might have 
been had by the Crown to the ordinary 
ilaw. The men might have been 
summoned, and he could assure the 
House that not one of them would have 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


attempted to evade the summons or 
the responsibility attaching to it. 
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It meant the inauguration in Ireland of a | But that would not gratify the graziers, 
coercion campaign, and of a mean, | landlords, and grabbers in the district, 
cowardly, and dishonest coercion cam- | At the trial of four of the men, everyone 
paign. He would far prefer that trial by lof the witnesses swore positively that 
Jury should be openly abolished than that | not the slightest intimidation was used 
trial by jury should be maintained, while | towards them by the prisoners, and yet 
the substance and reality of it was filched | in face of that these four men were sent 
away from the people. He would leave for trial—— 

his hon. friends who were more intimately | 

acquainted with the particular districts THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
to amplify what he had said. He con- | IRELAND (Mr. Arkinson, Londonderry, 
tented himself with declaring that he | N.): No. Is it in order to discuss the 
regarded this proceeding as the naugura- | evidence which witnesses will give at a 
tion of a dishonest and cowardly cam- | trial that is now pending, and may take 
paign, and he invited the right hon. | place within the next ten days ‘ 
Gentleman, if he wanted to put in| 

operation exceptional laws and powersin| Mr. JOHN REDMOND: 
Ireland, to do so opénly, and not to act | cussing the arrest of the men. 
in this way under the pretence of trial 
by jury. 


He is dis- 


Mr. ATKINSON: No. I should not 
ane have intervened so long as he discussed 

Mr. ROCHE (Galway, KE.) seconded | the atrest, but he is now discussing the 
the Motion. He said he would not have | eyidence that witnesses will give. 
intervened in the discussion at all were | . 
it not that the vast majority of the men | sistas ati , 
referred to by the i: ‘and learned | *Mr. SPEAKER: It is very undesit- 
Member for Waterford were constituents | able to discuss the evidence on which 
of his own. He was thoroughly conver- | PtSoners are going to be tried, and Tam 
sant with all the facts of the case. He | SU7® DO hon. Member would wish to say 
happened to be present when two batches | anything which would prejudice the trial. 
of prisoners were tried before a removable | 
magistrate. He was aware of the treat-| Mr. ROCHE assured the House that 
ment which some of these prisoners | he had not the slightest desire to preju- 
received at the hands of the constabu- | “ice the trials. Another complaint he 
lary, who, of course, were acting on|™Made wasas to the jury panel. The 
the dictates of Dublin Castle. One batch | qualification on this special jury panel 
of prisoners, numbering thirteen, were | Was £100. 
arrested between four and six in the | 
morning. They were taken out of their | 
beds and were not allowed even to have | 
their breakfast. They were driven into | 
Mr. John Redmond, 


Mr. WALTER LONG: That is only 
one of the qualification:. I do not intend 
to suggest that the £100 is an essential 
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qualification of a special jury, but what 
I mean is that a £100 is one of five quali- 
fications. 


Mr. ROCHE said some of the jurymen 
were in possession of farms trom which 
tenants had been evicted. Did the 
House imagine that men of that stamp | 
were going to mete out justice and fair- 
play to the unfortunate creatures who 
came before them? No matter what 
amount of coercion might be used he 
warned the Government that it would 
‘ail, and that the people of the districts 
‘oncerned were determined to have their 
rights under the Land Act. It was the 
wrong policy to try to govern the coun- 
try by prosecuting the people. If the 
Government wanted to rule Ireland with 
peace they must adopt Lord Dudley’s 
principle of governing the Irish people 
according to Irish ideas. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 
(Mr. John Redmond.) 


CotonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) said he was considerably satisfied 
that this debate had taken place, because 
the memory of the House of Commons 
ind the country was short. The Motion 
und speech of the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford served as a re- 


minder to the House and the country 


that in some parts of Ireland the state 
of affairs, the state of opinion, and the 
state of politics, was practically as it 
was. If he had the temerity to address 
a Radical meeting in this country and 
he were to describe the condition of 
iffairs in the agricultural parts of Ire- 
land, not only would he not be believed 
but he should be called an Orange fanatic, 
traducing and caricaturing his country. 
He did not think that debate was meant 
for the House of Commons. He rather 
thought the debate was meant for Gal- 
way. Undoubtedly a debate of that kind 
might influence one or two men there, 
but whatever the Motion was meant for, 
one thing had astonished him in the 
speech of the hon. Member for Water- 
ford. He said that the object of the} 
meetings in Galway, the object of the 
National League in holding these meet- 
ings, was to further the successful per- | 
formance of the Land Act. But in} 
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doing that why should they threaten ? 
If hon. Gentlemen opposite contented 
themselves by holding meetings and ex- 
plaining the Land Act and showing how 
the people could take advantage of it, 
he would be ready to admit that there 
was something in the hon. and learned 
Member’s observation, but he could not 
understand how it came about that it 
was necessary not to advise but to 
threaten—— 


Adjournment. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: There were 


no threats. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON said the 
tenants in Ireland who refused to obey 
the law of a certain society, of which 
the hon. and learned Member was 
chief, were threatened. Over and over 
again he used to point out that there 
were two laws in Ireland—the law of 
the land and the law of the League. 
In the hon. and learned Member’s 
view the law of the League ought 
to be supreme. A grazier farmer in 
Galway who had grazed land for years 
—whose ancestors had grazed land for 
generations—and wanted to go on in 
the same way should be allowed to do 
so without let or hindrance. The hon. 
and learned Member and his friends 
said he should graze land no longer. 
Often he heard of friends of his saying 
they were going off to India to shoot 
tigers or to the Rocky Mountains to 
shoot bears. But he could point out to 
them how they could get equal excite- 
ment at far expense. Let them 
become graziers. A grazier in Galway 
had just as much right to remain a 
grazier as he had to remain on his land 
in the North. Even some of the hon. 
Gentlemen opposite had land, and they 
would think twice if they were asked to 
leave their land in order that somebody 
else should take their place. This was 
just one of those harmless devices that 
occurred from time to time in order to 
induce these graziers in Galway to give 
up the land they had held for many years. 
He would read them a resolution which 
had appeared in a report in the Connaught 
Leader on 18th February last. It was 


less 


| as follows— 


‘That we strongly condemn the action of 
those who are not living in Clare Madden, as 
tenants or tenants’ sons, to send proposals to 
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the Estates Commissioners for farms while the 
tenants are able to occupy them as an addition 
to their small holdings, on which they have 
suffered for years, some of them living on two 
acres, whilst this land is their lawful right, 
and we protest against any outside interfering. 
It isnot in keeping with the national spirit to 
do so, and we will use the sword of the United 
Irish League against any such cool-minded, 
so-called Nationalists.” 

The sharpness of the sword of the 
National League depended a good deal 
con whether or not the Crimes Act was 
enforced. That Act had taken a good 
deal of the edge off. Of course, hon. | 
Gentlemen opposite did not want the | 
Coercion Act to be put in force. He | 
asked any law-abiding man would | 
England, Scotland, or Wales tolerate 
any organisation to deliberately go 
outside the law of the land and pro- 
claim that a man should, under the 
penalty of the swerd of the League, 
give up his land. They would be 
accused of exaggeration if they were to 
tell the people of England that these | 
things existed in Ireland. As far as the | 
juries were concerned the hon. and | 
learned Member for Waterford con- | 
demned them. He would really like | 
to know what sort of jury Mr. Redmond 
would approve of. 


Ajdournment. 








Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I have said 
over and over again that no man should be 
tried in Ireland except by precisely the 
same sort of jury as he would be tried 
before in England. 


CotonEL SAUNDERSON said the 
House of Commons had decided that 
the ordinary law was not sufficient to 
deal with the law set up by the organisa- | 
tion of hon. Gentlemen opposite. Well, 
as far as the jurymen were concerned | 
to try these gentlemen he said nothing. | 
What the House must remember was | 
that this action of hon. Gentlemen | 
opposite—and they had a perfect right | 
to take that action—was part of a policy. | 
The attacks which they were making | 
on the juries in Galway—attacks which 
they made through the organisation 
of the National League—formed part 
of their policy. They held one view 
of that policy, and he held another. 
He did not judge the prosperity of Ire- 
land by the amount of wealth in Ireland. 
He had always objected to that test, 
and when he had brought figures for- 
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ward—and figures were awkward things— 
to show that ireland was more prosperous 
hon.Gentlemen opposite rather demurred. 
Their argument was that population was 
the test of prosperity in Ireland. He did 
not hold that view. He looked at two 
well-to-do Irishmen as indicating more 
prosperity than six poor, struggling 
Irishmen. [NATIONALIST cries of “ Oh!” 
Hon. Gentlemen opposite disagreed with 
him. They desired that Ireland should 
be a great congested district—[Nation- 
ALIst cries of “ Oh !”’]—composed, as far 
as he could make out, of priests, patriots, 
and paupers. That did not accord with 
his view of the prosperity of his country- 
men. Irishmen were as intelligent as 
any other nation in the world, and he 
believed that if an intelligent Irishman 
was offered the alternative of becoming 
possessed of four or five acres of land or 
of going to America, Australia, or other 
countries where Irishmen alwavs flour- 
ished, he would choose the latter. He 
did not think the proposal to break up 
grass lands, which had produced large 
numbers of cattle, and fill them up witha 
population unaccustomed to agriculture, 
to grow turnips and potatoes, would 
secure the prosperity of Ireland. On 
that point hon. Gentlemen opposite and 
himself were absolutely opposed. They 
had the right to ask this Government, or 
any Government deserving of the name, 
to secure even for the grazier the right 
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which every subject of the King possessed 


to live unmolested on his own land. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway) 


; said he had followed this debate with 


some interest, because it referred to 


_matters affecting the county he had the 


honour to represent. The speech of 
the right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
the Member for North Armagh was 
somewhat entertaining but not con- 
vineing. He had observed since he came 


into the House that the chief objectf 


the right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
seemed to have in addressing this House 
was to poke fun at the expense of the 
majority of the people of Ireland. Ii 
legislation of a beneficial character which 
had been passed for Ireland were looked 
over, and if the debates which preceded 
the bringing about that legislation were 
studied, it would be found that the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman was 
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invariably opposed to that legislation, 
and to-night he continued that rdle. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON: Will the 
hon. Gentleman say what beneficial 
legislation I have opposed ? 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: All the 
Land Acts, with the exception of the 
last one, which was of special benefit to 
himself. There was one remark which 
ought not to have come from the right 
hon. and gallant Gentleman, and that 
was in dealing with the poverty of the 
people of Irelend. He made it practi- 
cally a crime for the people of Ireland to 
be poor; and he pointed out that in 
other countries where just laws prevailed 
Irishmen had risen from poverty to 
affluence. But why should Irishmen 
remain poor in Ireland ? He maintained 
that the cause of the poverty of Ireland 
was the unfortunate, drastic, criminal, 
and cruel laws which, at the instigation 
of the right hon. and gallant Gentleman 
and the section he represented, had been 
passed by this House against Ireland. 
The people of Ireland had property, 
but it was stelen from them; they had 
means, but they were taken from them 
by the Party and class to which the 
right hon. and gallant Gentleman be- 
longed, as was shown by the past history 
of their country. Poverty, therefore, 
shovld not be thrown into the teeth of 
Irishmen by the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman. Lrishmen might be poor in 
their own land, but it was through no fault 
of their own. When they had a fair field 
they were able to rise to the highest 
positions, even in the British Govern- 
ment as represented in ofher lands. 
The Grand Dukes, who had long held 
sway in Ireland, were the very men who 
had brought about the poverty of the 
country. When one of his colleagues 
in the county of Galway pointed to men 
who had been tiken from their homes at 
four o’clock in the morning, not allowed 
to get breakfast, and put into a cart to be 
dragged to prison, the Attorney-General 
and the Solicitor-General burst out into 
laughter. Was that a laughing matter ? 
They might imagine they could afford 
to laugh; but they had not the con- 
fidence of the Irish people. They had 
‘never made a sacrifice for Ireland, and 
only drew their £7,000 a year! 
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They, 
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were the judges and prosecutors in this 
case, and they laughed at their victims. 
They were the last men in this House 
who should laugh at this matter. In 
the King’s Speech, at the beginning of 
the session, Ireland had no mention ; 
but now they were to get coercion until 
the next general election had passed. 
The representatives of the majority of 
the people of Ireland would see to it 
that even the strong man who had been 
sent to Ireland as Chief Secretary would 
not have it all his own way in grinding 
down the people without having his 
conduct exposed in this House, and to 
the people of the country. 


During his eight years’ residence in 
Ireland he had been told that the people 
were struck down and batoned, but he had 
never seen anything of it until the case 
under discussion arose. He went to ad- 
dress a meeting in his county of Galway, 
and had no idea that that meeting would 
be forbidden by the authorities on the 
benches opposite, and had no reason to 
expect it. When he arrived at the 
meeting place he was contronted with — 
a few hundred policemen. He had 
seen political life in other countries, 
and had been a Member of another 
House within the limits of the British 


Empire. Hon. Members boasted of the 
loyalty of the colonial possessions 
and of the attachment of Australia 


and Canada to the motherland; but 
if they attempted to commit such deeds 
as he had described in these lands, 
he wondered how long they could boast 
of having them! They knew what the 
policy of the Chief Secretary was in 
respect to the western portion of Ireland. 
The facts were brought out by the 
Leader of the Irish Party. Crime was 
the excuse for the imposition of this 
coercion policy. That day his hon. 
friend who represented the city of 
Limerick asked if the Judge of Assize 
in that district had been presented 
with white gloves, and the answer was 
“ves.” The fact was that there was 
no crime there. And what occurred 
last week in Galway? There were 
only nine cases set down at the Assizes, 
five of which were for malicious injury. 
but not one of these five had been proved 
—all were dismissed. Crime was not 
at the bottom of this matter. It was 
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that certain hon. Gentlemen opposite 
wished that persecution and prosecution 
should go hand in hand so that they 
might get some substance for their 
speeches on July 12th$ He knew that 
the Attorney-General, when he came 
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to reply, would mention that there 
were threatening letters. Fortunately 


syme of these letters had appeared in 
the Press in England, when it was seen 
that there were practically no threats. 
What were the facts? Any man who 
went to the West of Ireland would at 
once be struck not only by the poverty 
of the people, but by the sight of ruined 
homes, evicted holdings, and big grazing 
farms. The right hon. Gentleman asked 
what right they had to dispossess a 
grazier from his farm? He, in return, 
asked what right had they to dispossess 
the poor people who were born on that 
land of their small holdings and give 
them over to the graziers? The result 
of all this policy was that the people were 
still fleeing to other lands to try and get 
there what they could not obtain in 
their own. He held that the land of 
Ireland should belong to the people of 
[reland, who should be allowed to live 
there; and that the legislation should 
not be such as to make them hate the 
law. This House passed the Land Act 
in 1903 because it was said that it would 
bring peace and prosperity to Ireland. 
Why was it that peace and prosperity 
had not come? It was because the 
landlords would not sell, and because the 
people could not get the land which should 
be theirs. The people of Ireland had a 
right to meet together as the people of 
England, Scotland, and every other 
civilised country were allowed to meet for 
the purpose of forming a combination and 
keeping public opinion alive as to their 
wants and necessities. But, in the West 
of Ireland, they were forbidden to meet, 
and if they did meet they were dragged off 
to prison at four o’clock in the morning. 
He protested against such treatment, 
and against the policy initiated by the 
Chief Secretary in the West of Ireland. 
But, in view of the successes which had 
been won in spite of the opposition of 
hon, Gentlemen opposite, the Irish 
Members had no fear for the future. 
‘They were satisfied that in this, as in many 
other struggles, the people would get their 
Mr. Charles Devlin 
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land, and that the miserable policy of 
coercion would fail. 


Adjournment. 


Mr. GORDON (Londonderry, 8.) said 
that there were two things which struck 
him in reference to the Motion. In the 
first place, so far as he could ascertain 
for himself, the matter which it dealt 
with was not urgent. It had reference 
to a state of affairs which began on 
September Ist, 1902, when this, Act of 
which they had been hearing so much 
was applied to all these districts. From 
that date to this nothing had been heard 
about it. But suddenly, when the Act 
interfered with the progressive ideas of 
the United Irish League, it was found to 
be a matter of urgent public necessity 
to discuss it! In the second place, from 
the speeches made that night, it was 
perfectly obvious that the ideas of those 
on that side of the House of right and 
wrong, of crime and innocence, were as far 
asunder as the poles from those of hon. 
Members opposite. The views of hon. 
Members who had spoken were the same 
as those of the people in the West of 
Ireland, but they were absolutely dif- 
ferent from the views of every right 
thinking and law-abiding man in England 
and Scotland. They said that the small 
farmers in Ireland ought to have large 
farms which were legally in the hands 
of other farmers so that these might 
be divided amongst them. He held that 
the graziers who were acting within the 
law ought to have the protection of the 
law. It was said that under the Act of 
1903 these lands were to be acquired and 
divided, and because the lands had not 
been acquired, the people should take 
the law into their own hands. and that 
they were absolutely justified in bringing 
every possible influence to get possession 
of these grazing lands. The hon. Gentle- 
man opposite said that the people were 
perfectly right, and he admitted that the 
object of these meetings was to get the 
grazing farms broken up. 


Mr. ROCHE asked if the hon. 
Gentleman would deny that, during 


the passing of the Land Bill, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Dover said that the grazing farms would 
be broken up ? 
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Mr. GORDON said that even if that 
were so that did not abate one jot or 
tittle his argument that it was absolutely 
indefensible to seek to bring that about 
by illegal means. The hon. Gentleman 
opposite said that the meetings in the 
West of Ireland were only to bring public 
opinion to bear on the matter. He would 
read a couple of resolutions which had 
heen passed at these meetings. They 
had a plan of attempting to drive out 
vil graziers in order to get their farms 
livided up amongst themselves. Did 
hon. Members opposite contend for a 
moment that resolutions of that kind 
‘ame within the four corners of the law. 
These gross attacks were made upon the 
people who had a right to keep those 
grazing farms in their possession, and 
these resolutions appeared in such local 
papers as the Connaught Leader, in order 
that everybody in the locality should 
know all about it. The unfortunate 
grazier Was not only subjected to words 
of abuse, but he often found that his 
liberties were curtailed and his freedom 
of dealing with others restricted, and 
probably his own life would be threatened 
and his cattle injured. 


Adjournment. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the 
ton. and learned Member quote to the 
fouse a single case ? 


Mr. GORDON he would call 


said 


the attention of the House to another 


‘esolution. [NATIONALIST cries of “ With- 
lraw,” and an Hon. MemBer: You 
ire slandering your own countrymen.] 
le was glad to say that his own country- 
nen were law-abiding citizens. That 
tind of abuse they were al used to. 

On January Ist this year another re- 
ylution was passed br a cifferent 
tranch— 

‘Referring to communications received in 
aswer to lettera sent to graziers we wish t» 
site that we will no longer tolerate such a 
ystem——”’ 

NATIONALIST cheers!. He really was sorry 
tiat they could not call upon repre- 


entatives on both sides of the House 

Siom England and Scotland to hear 
hose cheers. The resolution  con- 
tnued— 


‘tolerate such a system in our parish, and 
pe those gentlemen will reply to us by 
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next, or if they do not ” (and this was the cream 
of the matter) “we beg to state that we will 
bring public opinion to bear upon them very 
quickly.” 

Public opinion! They knew the form it 
took there. But, after all, was this to go 
on or was it to be stopped? If it were 
to be stopped was it of any use putting 
into the jury box the men who were the 
members of the same branch of the 
League at which those resolutions were 
passed to try the men who passed 
them? But what was the terrible thing 
that was being done? They had under 
the law provision for common juries 
and special juries in Ireland, and if a 
man had an action which might involve 
every farthing he had in the world, he 
had a perfect right to get a special jury 
of that county. That special jury 
panel was composed of people a little 
better off, and who perhaps had less 
sympathy with crime, and having less 
sympathy with crime they were chosen 
in the ordinary way to administer the 
ordinary law. [NATIONALIST cries of ‘* Oh, 
oh!”] Was not the proper and reason 


Adjournment. 
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hirrendering their farms on the Ist of April 


able way to have a jury who would act 
fairly and reasonably in the matter ? 
Did the hon. Gentlemen who cried ** Oh ” 
assert that the special juries of Galway 
were as a body unworthy of trust ? 
He was surprised to hear it. He could 
quite understand it if those so-called 
bogus cases were taken away to some 
other parts of the country, but they were 
tried in the county. Was it creditable 
that representatives of Ireland made that 
gross charge against the special juries 
of their‘own country ? 


A NATIONALIST MEMBER : 
against the principle. 


It is 


Mr. GORDON: I do not think 
the hon. Member would think much 
about the principle if he did not fear 
that it would result in putting an end 


to what every man deplores. The 
House ought to reject this belated 


Motion, and reject it by an overwhelming 
majority. He was not going to con- 
tradict what the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for Waterford had said about the 
Recorder of Galway, because he had not 
himself heard his speech, but the Recorder 
of Galway dealt with the urban area 
as well as the county. Sitting in Galway 
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he would be dealing primarily with the | 
urban constituency. [‘‘ No, No!”’] 


Adjournment. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: All those 
cases which I referred to — cases of mali- 
cious injuries—were from the county. 


{COMMONS} 
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most scandalous charges against his 


|countrymen which were based upon 


absolute falsehoods. 


The hon. and gallant Member for 


|North Armagh had given them once 


/more the same old grotesque jokes 


Mr. GORDON was not aware of that, 
but the fact remained that those meet- 
ings had been held, those resolutions 
had been passed, and meetings had 
subsequently been held so as to try if 
they could give effect to them. Those 
things were in existence, and if the law 
were applied to put them down that 
House ought to express its strong ap- 
proval of such application of the law. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N.) 
said he did not think that the House of 
Commons had ever listened to such a 
deplorable exhibition as the speech they 
had just heard from the hon. and learned 
Member who had just sat down. This 
exhibition of inaccurate statements and 
bad temper was due to the despera- 
tion of a Chancery lawyer—[{Mr. Gordon 
here left the House]—who ran away 
when his statements were challenged. 
That was quite characteristic of a man 
whose one ambition was to become a 
removable magistrate in his own country. 
When he rose to point out the gross 
manner in which the hon. and learned 
Member had misrepresented what the 
Recorder had said he deliberately walked 
out of the House, and refused to listen 
to his reply. He commended to the 
attention of hon. Members opposite the 
tactics pursued by the hon. and learned 
Member who had abused and attacked 
his own countrymen, and had based his 
impeachment of the Nationalist move- 
ment upon a series of inaccuracies. There 
was not a single incitement to crime or 
outrage, and not a single angry word in 
any of the resolutions which the hon. 
and learned Member had read to the 
House, and yet upon those resolutions 
he based his statement that Ireland 
was seething with incitement to outrage. 
He could well understand how difficult 
it was for a Unionist Member of this 
House to understand the real situation in 
Ireland when the hon. and learned 
Member opposite was the type of Unionist 
who, in the name of the Union, came to 
the House of Commons and made the 


Mr. Gordon. 


‘same as they used to be. 


and witticisms which were not witty, 
the same old attacks upon his own 
countrymen. and the same old appeals 
to the ignorance of his British 
listeners. Neither he nor any of his 
colleagues had brought forward a scin- 
tilla of evidence for the charges they had 
made. The hon. and gallant Member 
had stated that politics were just the 
He wished to 
remind the House that only the other 
night Lord Castlereagh, the son of Lord 
Londonderry, was hounded out of a place 
in West Down by the Orangemen of the 
North. He ventured to predict that the 
hon. and learned Chancery lawyer op- 
posite, who always grew enthusiastic 
when attacking his own countrymen, 
would also be hounded out of South 
Derry at the next election. The hon. 
and learned Member for South Derry, it 
should not be forgotten, sailed into 
Parliament on the cry of compulsory 
purchase in Ulster, and the very first 
vote he gave in this House was against 
compulsory purchase. He would, no 
doubt, go back to his constituency to give 
an account of his stewardship, and then 
he would once again appeal to thei 
religious passions, to crime in the West 
of Ireland, and other considerations 
which would arouse racial hatred. Pro- 
bably there would be no need for him 
to again face the electors of South 
Derry, because his ambition would pro- 
bably be satisfid by an appointment 
as a removable magistrate, and then he 
would be able to put the Crimes Act 
into force himself. The hon. and gallant 
Member for North Armagh had justified 
the existence of these large grazing 
ranches by saying that Ireland, was a 
splendid country where grazing could 


be profitably carried on, and, in fact, that f 
it was “ the fruitful mother of flocks and 
The hon. and gallant Memberf 
did not sav that when the Land Act was 


herds.” 


before the House. The reason why the 


Nationalist Members accepted the Land} 
Act was because they believed that itf 


would restore the evicted tenants to their 
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holdings. In this way they were anxious 
that a brave and noble peasantry should 
spring up under decent conditions, in- 
stead of being compelled to go to America 
to be a source of bitterness and ill-feeling 
against the British Empire, and who 
would be a force which would have to be 
reckoned with in any possible differences 
between this country and America. 
The hon. and learned Member opposite 
had sneered at public opinion, but, per- 
haps, he would give the House a Chancery 
interpretation of how to solve a problem 
or undo a wrong without enlightening 
public opinion upon it. How was the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act brought 
about, except by public opinion? By 
public speeches in Ireland, by riveting 
public attention on the grievances of 
Ireland, and by giving expression to 
Irish public opinion in that House, they 
had extorted from that House every 
remedial measure that had been passed 
for Ireland. And merely because they 


Adjournment. 


had adopted that constitutional method 
of calling attention to the condition of 
the West of Ireland the Coercion Act had 
been put in force, and sixty honest, decent 


men were dragged before a jury packed 
by the right hon. packer, the Attorney- 
General. He was much amused when 
the right hon. Gentleman jumped up 
and said that the £100 qualification was 
only one of the qualifications necessary 
for a juror. Possibly that was one of 
the things which the right hon. Gentleman 
learned whilst driving through Ireland 
in a motor-car during the Easter holidays. 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman would 
tell them what the other qualifications 
were when he replied. 


The Prime Minister, the Member for 
Dover, and the Chief Secretary had ad- 
mitted that there could be no proper solu- 
tion of the land question unless the 
congested districts problem was svtis- 
factorily solved. How was he going 
to solve it? By imprisoning the men 
who asked him to put the Land Act 
into operation? This was the strong 
Chief Secretary who was going to put 
down all agitation in Ireland, and to 
rule the nation with a happy hand, 
and the first thing he did was to bring 
the Coercion Act into operation again, 
because it would satisfy Lord London- 
derry and the Unionist Members, and 
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so that he should stand well with the 
ascendency class. It would be a great 
deal more manly thing to suspend trial 
by jury altogether, and to impeach 
these men before a tribunal consisting 
of two men in positions to which they 
had been raised by the ambitions of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite ; thereby doing the 
thing fair and straight before the people 
of Ireland and England. But the Chief 
Secretary said they would proceed by 
trial by jury, and he proceeded to pack 
the jury. They were told that this 
was equal law, and that Ireland was 
governed by the same system as operated 
in England. If the right hon. Gentleman 
wanted war in Ireland he would get it. 
Stronger and abler men than he had 
endeavoured to settle the Irish question 
by coercion, but there never was a 
Chief Secretary, from Mr. Forster down 
to the Member for Dover, who had not 
learned that John Bright was right 
when he declared that coercion was 
no remedy for Irish discontent. 


Adjournment. 


Tae CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watter Lone, Bristol, S.) 
said it was not necessary for him to say, 
after the speech of the hon. Gentleman who 
had just sat down, that he rose with 
the greatest possible misgiving to take 
part in the debate. The hon. Gentleman 
had delivered a powerful speech, the 
great part of which consisted in a great 
deal of advice to him (the Chief Secretary). 
Thev had heard the old familiar state- 
ment that it was no use to try and 
maintain the law in Ireland. 


I beg the 
Who 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon. 
sail that? Did I say it ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he did 
not interrupt the hon. Gentleman 
even when he made a most offensive 
and unfounded charge against himself. 
He had not stated his words, but he had 
stated what he thought was the effect 
of his speech. He adhered to what he 
had said. He allowed the hon. Gentle- 
man to have his opportunity to traduce 
him and his character, and the least he 
could do was to let him have his say. 
He had warned him that fate would 
overtake him as it had overtaken his 
predecessors and thit he oight to be 
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dismayed. He had tried to find in 
the hon. Gentleman’s speech some re- 
ference to the Motion before the House. 
That Motion was one for the adjourn- 
ment of the House, moved by the hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford, upon 
grounds which he literally laid down, 
namely, that a great and serious crisis 
had arisen in which recourse was being 
made to coercive legislation. After that 
speech, how much had they heard of 
trials by special jury? The House 
would hardly believe that the whole of 
the case of coercion, as it was called, 
rested upon the action of the Executive 
in employing special juries. The hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down was 
very severe upon him because he said 
his interruption of the hon. Member for 
Galway was altogether irrelevant, and 
he sneered at his knowledge of Irish 
law, because he suggested that he in- 
terrupted that hon. Gentleman incorrectly 
when he stated that the £100 qualification 
was one of the qualifications of the 
special juror. That was not his inter- 


ruption. He rose for the purpose 


of reminding the House that the hon. 
Gentleman was not quite correct when 


he sought to represent that there was 
only this particular qualification at- 
tached to everybody who served on a 
jury. As the hon. Gentleman knew, 
there were five classes who were covered 
by the special jury selection, and the 
elass to which he referred was only one 
of the five. The main charge made was 
that they were falling back on coercion, 
but what on earth had that got to do 
with the question of the special jury ? 
The House would hardly believe that 
they had heard in the dekate that by 
employing a special jury they were 
trying these men by people who were 
prejudiced against them. He could not 
help thinking that this argument was 
double-edged. What was the argument 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite? It was 
that the Government could not trust 
& common jury to try the men, and 
that they therefore brought forward a 
special jury. What was their position ? 
They could not trust a special jury or 
the Motion would not have been made. 
The allegation was that the special jury 
would be composed of men who were in- 
terested on one side or were not impartial. 
Ire would give the House the panel exactly 
Mr. Walter Long. 
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as it was returned to him, and he would 
leave it to the House to decide whether 
there was any foundation for the charge 
that the employment of the special 
jury involved the assumption of unfair 
treatment of those tried. The numbers 
given were 295, and they were classified 
in the following way: gentlemen and 
proprietors, eighty-three ; farmers, 148 3. 
merchants, thirteen ; shopkeepers, thirty- 
eight; hotel - keepers, two; — clerk, 
one; no. special classification, seven ; 
grazier, one. He submitted to the 
House that that was not a very solid 
foundation on which to raise the charge 
that by empannelling a special jury they 
were reverting to coercion and cruel 
treatment of the Irish people and were 
instituting an unfair trial. 

What was the second indictment of the 
hon. and learned Gentleman, beeause his 
was really the only speech in which they 
found any attempt to justify the case 
put forward ¢ He returned to the old 
familiar charge about a conspiracy 
which created crime in order to justify 
coercion, but he was glad to observe 
that he did ngt accompany it by other 
charges that they had in the debate 
in May last. He contented himseli 
with repeating the charge that there 
had been within the last three or four 
months in the Press both in England and 
Ireland a conspiracy which had for its 
object a return to coercion. The House,§ 
perhaps, would be interested to know¥ 
that far as the Irish Government 
was concerned-—and he was speaking | 
not only for the Irish Government 
since he had been responsible for it. 
but also for the Irish Government before 
he became the Chief Secretary—it had} 
never been actuated in its policy either} 
in Ireland or England by any state-} 
ments in regard to crime in the public} 
Press in regard to which they had not{ 
been able to satisfy themselves there 
was foundation. He regretted as much] 
as the hon. and learned Gentleman: 
could do that in the Press either of 
England or of Ireland statements should 
be made in regard to alleged crime unless 
those statements had been most carefull v§ 
tested and sifted, and unless they could } 
be justified. Such statements might } 
not only be justly described as an offen- 
sive libel on the county concerned, but 
they were themselves a most serious. 


Adjournment. 
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“eu fm impediment to the maintenance of order. 
rge He would be the last to deny that cases 
ot of this kind had occurred. There had 
fair been statements both in the English and 
wala Irish Press of alleged outrage when there 
fied Was no foundation whatever. On the 
ond other hand, he would repeit that the 
48; Irish Government, not only since he had 
pi been responsible for it but during the time 
aS of his predecessor, had never acted in 
teat Ireland or in that House upon allegations 
the of that kind, never had they been included 
alia pin their list of agrarian outrages, and 
arge never had they justified their action in 
eee Ireland by reference to any crimes of 
seal that kind. They had satisfied themselves 
wa that the facts were as stated, and had 
fe acted only as they believed their duty 

bat f pointed, solidly in one direction. The 
the hon. and learned Gentleman said that 
his fe this was the dawn ofa new era of coercion, 
they and he said that for some years these 
“ala particular sections of the Crimes Act had 
Or He not been put in force. He confessed he 
TaCY HH listened with some surprise to the refer- 
sei ence he made to the Lord - Lieutenant. 
et ‘He had never heard the Lord-Lieutenant 
ther i quoted when he could not be quoted in 
sn opposition, as it was believed, to the Chief 
8a im Secretary of the day, and what a poor 
“#@ compliment the hon. and learned Gentle- 
_— man paid the Lord-Lieutenant if he 
| ancy accurately described his conduct! He 
+i "i A) described the Lord-Lieutenant as having 
sie signed with delight the proclamation 
— which would put into operation these 
kine | sections of the Coercion Act, and he 
‘ me proceeded to denounce the Executive 
men" @ ior their action. But what an extra- 
a *, ordinary position, if the hon. and learned 
hed | Gentleman had rightly described him, 
Z ad that put the Lord-Lieutenant in! He 
i" i ie Was Lord-Lieutenant when the so-called 
: lid policy of conciliation was adopted, and 
ye he was Lord-Lieutenant to-day. Did 


the hon. Gentleman suggest that while 
he was willingly Lord-Lieutenant then 
he was unwillingly Lord-Lieutenant now ? 
If he did not, his reference to the Lord- 
Lieutenant was uncalled for, and_ his 
attempt to create a difference between 
the head of the Irish Executive and the 
Chief Secretary was one unworthy of the 
osition he held. 


there} 
much] 
leman | 
er ot 
hould ; 
inless 
fully} 
could § 
might | 
offen- 
, but 
TiOUS: 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said his 


eference to the Lord-Lieutenant was 
with no such 


made intention at all. 
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‘over and was dead and gone. 











1094 


His quotation from the Lord-Lieutenant 
was to show that they were led to 
believe that at that time coercion was 
Now it 
appeared that was wrong, and there was 
a revival of coercion. Of course, he 
quoted the Lord-Lieutenant’s own words. 
He should be sorry to do anything 
unfair to the Lord-Lieutenant. If there 
were any difference between the Lord 
Lieutenant and the right hon. Gentle- 
man it was not for him to say. 


Adjournment. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Oh, no! I 
was not referring to what the Lord- 
Lieutenant said. I understood the hon. 
and learned Gentleman to say that he 
had no fault to find with the Lord- 
Lieutenant. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: No, I said 
I did not question his sincerity when he 
made the speech [ quoted, and I do not 
still question his sincerity. Your inter- 
pretation was not what I intended at all. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that in 
that case he would not pursue the point 
further. He would return to that part 
of the question that this was the dawn of 
a new era of coercion. He did not want 
to make reference to any action or policy 
of his predecessor in order to justify 
the action for which he was responsible, 
but, at the same time, it must be remem- 
bered that the two sections under which 
that action was taken had been in force 
for four years, that they were put in 
force by his predecessor, that they had 
never been repealed, that in the year 
1902 they were acted upon by his pre- 
decessor in several cases, and that ia 
July, 1903, the late Chief Secretary 
exercised the same powers which had been 
exercised by the Irish Government now. 
He thought, therefore, he was not u- 
fairly straining his language when he 
said that it was not quite a fair deserip- 
tion of the case to say that these sections 
had been in abeyance for a long time and 
had been suddenly revived, when it was 
a fact that in the time of his predecessor 
they were used in cases both agrarian 
and non-agrarian as late as July, 1903. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man give us the case ! 





1095 
Mr. WALTER LONG said it was a| 


case of riot and unlawful assembly, tried 
at Cork in July, 1903. The defendants 
pleaded guilty, and were discharged on 
their own recognisances. It was the very 
kind of case they were now discussing. 
The hon. and learned Gentleman had 
spoken about the present condition of Ire- 
land. He (the Chief Secretary) had said 


Adjournment. 
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before that he rejoiced to know that in 
regard to many of the classes of crime 
which had figured in the history of 
Treland the condition of the country at 
the present moment was far more satis- 
factory than it had been. He shared in 
the wish that the benches opposite had | 
been as well filled as they were at the 
present moment. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The other | 


side as well 2 


Mr. LWALTER LONG said the hon. 
and learned Gentleman mistook his 
reason. He was not suggesting blame 
to the Leader of the Opposition, whose | 
duties he was sure were sufficiently 
onerous to justify him not being present, 
nor was he suggesting blame to the 
right hon. Gentleman’s friends for not 
being present. He wished they had been | 
present for reasons which would not 
exist in the case of his hon. friends behind 
him ; he wished they had been present 
because their presence would have enabled 
them to appreciate, as they could in no 
other way than by being brought personally 
in contact with them, the difficulties with 
which they had to deal. It was perfectly 
true that hon. Gentlemen below the 
gengway had cheered sentiments which 
hon. Gentlemen opposite would regard 


as altogether repugnant and detestable if | 
If it | 
were represented to hon. Gentlemen | 
representing county constituencies that | 
the same pressure was to be brought to | 


applied to their own constituents. 


bear upon owners and occupiers of land 
in their constituencies to give up their | 
land in order that it might be used for | 
other purposes, however beneficial, as was 
to be brought upon the graziers of Ireland, | 
he did not believe there was one hon, | 
Member who would not repudiate, and 
repudiate with indignation, any such 
attempt. Yet that night the announce- 
ment of those views had been received | 
with unqualified applause. There were | 
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other directions in which they must judge 
the condition of the county. When 
it was said there was a diminution in 
overt crime, that was not insufficient by 
itself to enable them to judge of the 
actual condition of the country. 
They had heard a great deal about 
grazing farms. In 1903, in the East 
Riding of Galway, there were nine farms 
and 1,670 acres of land unlet. In 1905 
the number of farms had grown to forty- 
five and the acreage to 6,074. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite cheered that as a 
satisfactory result. It was the result 
of the agitation they had been carrying 
on. This result had not been brought 
about by the voluntary surrendering of 


Adjournment. 


these lands, but they had been given up 


by men who would willingly have con- 
tinued to hold them, bat were afraid to 
do so because of the agitation conducted 
against them. The number of agrarian 
crimes must be regarded as an indication 
of the peace of the county or the re- 
verse. From January Ist to May 50th, 
1904, the number was seventy-five, of 
which forty-two were cases of threatening 
letters. During the same period in 1905 
the number was 127, of which eighty 
were cases of threatening letters. Hon. 
Members received any reference to 


‘threatening letters with derision, but 


he believed that, if they were in the 
position of the people who received them, 
they would not regard them with so 
much contempt. The small cottier and 
the small farmer in Ireland were told, 
and they had been told in the House 
that night, that their continuance in 
their holdings was an outrage to those 
among whom they lived. If that in- 
timation was accompanied by strong 
language and threats, was it to be won- 
dered at that they should be alarmed ? 


He was inclined to believe that if those F 


hon. Members who sat for English con- 
stituencies, and who were inclined to 


' sneer at the dangers of these men, were | 
placed in the same position, they would | 
be the first to demand that the law off 
the land should give them protection. 


The hon. and learned Gentleman and his 
supporters had denounced the Govern- 
ment because they had fallen back on 
special juries. He thought he had shown 
there was justification for special mea- 
sures in the condition of things in some 
parts of the country. Whether or not 
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he had satisfied the House in that re- 
spect, he was content to fall back on the 
general proposition that he believed it 
to be the duty of the Government to 
give protection to all and to enable all to 
do their duty in the way they thought 
right, so longtas they acted within the 
law. If in maintaining those principles 
he was guilty of the charge which was 


levelled against him by hon. Gentlemen | 
opposite, all he could say was that he | 
would bear it with considerable equa- | 
He had reason to know that | 


nimity. 
what had been said in the House that 
evening did not represent the views of 
all the people who were most intimately 
concerned. He had reason to believe 


there were many small farmers, graziers, | 


and tenants in Ireland who, whatever 
might be their political views, were 
anxious that there should be freedom and 
that they should have the protection 
It had been said with great 
unfairness that the beneficial operations 
of the Act of 1903 had been interfered 
with by the action of his right hon. and 
learned friend. There was no shadow 
of foundation for that charge. The 
Land Act had gone steadily forward. 
So anxious were hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site to drive home the charge of 
coercion that they had not said a word 
of acknowledgment of the good work 


_ which had been done by the Estates 
_ Commissioners and the Congested Dis- 


tricts Board in the direction they had 
advocated—namely, the turning of the 
uneconomic into an economic holding. 
Great steps had been taken in that 
There were large districts 


_ which had been already turned into 
rong 


Bae 


economic holdings. The responsibility 
lay with hon. Gentlemen opposite for 


_ tetarding the operations of the Act if 
hose i 


Se EEE ee 


PERN EN we. 8 


they made speeches supporting a policy 


' which sought to bring grass land into 


the market by illegitimate and coercive 
measures rather than by supporting the 
policy of maintaining the law and carry- 
ing out the development ot the Land Act 
of 1903 by legitimate and _ peaceful 
methods. 


Mr. T. P. O°;CONNOR said that one of 
the reasons why the Nationalist Members 
gave the Act of 1903 their support was 
that they believed the measure would deal 
primarily with the congested districts and 
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the evicted tenants. The district which 
was the subject of this Motion was the one 
district of all others in Ireland where 
they looked for a remedy under the Act 
of 1903, and yet they found that instead 
of being dealt with the old conditions 
remained practically the same, the land 
still remained unoccupied, men were still 
evicted, and the war between Lord 
Clanricarde and his tenants still con- 
tinued. It was a dishonest argument 
to bring the foul shadow of crime over 
this discussion when all over Ireland the 
Judges were receiving white gloves be- 
cause there was no crime in Ireland. He 
knew that in Ireland in times of excite- 
ment strong statements were frequently 
made. He could, if necessary, give 
instances of similar statements having 
been made in this country. He con- 
fessed that he had listened with some 
trepidation to the reading of those 
terrible resolutions which had _ been 
read to the House by the hon. and 
learned Member opposite. What did 
they state? They simply stated that 
they would bring the force of public 
opinion to bear in order to see that 
the Land Act was carried out in those 
districts, and in his opinion they 
were quite justified in taking that course. 
Were the people of a country which 
was bleeding at every pore from the 
effects of bad government to be blamed 
because they insisted upon their holdings 
being increased under the operation of 
the Land Act by the addition of the 
untenanted land which was now given 
up to sheep and cattle grazing? They 
would not be men and patriots if they 
did not protest against this state of 
things, and bring public opinion to bear 
in order to obtain what was promised 
them at the passing of the Land Act. 
What was the remedy of the Govern- 
ment and of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite? To putin force the Coercion 
Act. One would imagine from the 
euphemistic language of the right hon. 
Gentleman that the Coercion Act was 
one of the mildest and most innocuous 
processes of law that could possibly be, 
and the Attorney-General for Ireland 
assumed an air of pious and saint-like 
attachment whilst this beautiful system 
of special juries was being described 
by the Chief Secretary for Ireland. What 
did a special jury mean? The right 
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hon. Gentleman had read out a list, but 
a more monstrous attempt at mystifica- 
tion was never before attempted in the 
House of Commons. He said there was 
only one grazier on this particular 
jury, but as a matter of fact there was 


Adjournment. 


practically nothing else but graziers 
upon it. Every man on that jury must 
have a valuation of £100. That meant 


that he must possess in Ireland 100, 200, 
and even 300 acres of land, and only 
graziers possessed that amount of land. 
Who were the men who sat upon these 


juries? They were landlords and land- 
agents. Mr. Tennant was one of 
them, and he was the land agent for 


Lord Clanricarde. ‘That was the kind of 
jury before which these poor tenants 
were going to be tried. Besides this the 
Crown had an unlimited right of chal- 
lenging jurymen, and he ventured to 
say that upon this particular jury the 
Crown would use its right of challenge 
until in the end these poor Irish, Catholic, 
Nationalist peasants would be tried by 
twelve of their bitterest opponents in 
creed, in class, and in interest. To call 
that trial by jury was a mockery. He 
wished to say a word or two about jury: ' 


{COMMONS} 
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charged these special juries with deciding 
against the weight of evidence. Had the 
Attorney-General never heard of the 
name of Sheridan. Why was Sheridan 
able to send four or five men to prison 
fo six and twelve months, and for penal 
servitude, in Sligo? Why was Sheridan 
able to send those four men to prison 
for a crime which he and his colleagues 
had committed with their own hands? 
Simply because the Attorney-General did 
in Sligo what he was now proposing to do 
in Galway, that was to put into the jury 
box the political, the religious, and tle 

class opponents of the poor wretches who 
stood in the dock. By that means, as 
the result of the blind class hatred which 
unfortunately still divided Ireland, they 
were able to secure convictions in the 
Sheridan case upon evidence on which 
any body of impartial men would have 
dismissed the prisoners. That was the 
issue which they were trying to-day, and 
that was a specimen of the equal laws 
and the equal justice which the Govern- 
ment were meting out to Ireland. 


Question put— 
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accused them of calumny when they 176, (Division List No. 240.) 
AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

garry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

a John 


Dobbie, Joseph 
Doogan, P. © 


Brigg, John Emmott, Alfred 
Bright, Allan Heywood Farrell, James Patrick 
Broadhurst, Henry Fenwick, Charles 


3runner, Sir John Tomlinson | Ffrench, Peter 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

Burke, E. Haviland 

3uxton, N.E.(YorkNRWhitby 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Josepi 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William RKanaa! 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 


' Flavin, Michael 


Gladstone, 


Gurdon, 


Haldane, Rt. H 


| Higham, John 


Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


| Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Elibank, Master o1 

Ellice, Capt E.C(SAndrw’s Bghs 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 


Findlay, Alexander(LanarkNE 


Flynn, James Christopher 

Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Danie 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Sir W. 


| Hammond, John 
Harcourt, Lewis 
Harmsworth, R. 
Harwocd, George 

| Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles F. | 


| Holland, Sir William Henry 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway | Hope, John Deans (Fife,West | 
| Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. | Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

| Kennedy, Vincent P. (CavanW 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lamont, Norman 
Langley, Batty 
Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sr Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 


Joseph 


| Ford | Lyell, Charles Henry 
| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Hrampton | MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


n. Richard B. | MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
| M‘Crae George 
| M‘ Kean, — 
| M: Killop, W - er North) 
| Mooney, John Tey 
| Moss, Samuel 
| Muldoon, John 
| Murphy, John 
; Nannetti, Joseph P. 
| Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N. 
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O'Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
Q’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Robson, William Snowdon 
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Agnew Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reyneli 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. Hugh O 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
| *y, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J.(Manch’r.) 
Balfour, RtHn.GeraldW.( Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood 

Bart ley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
sentinck, Lord Henry C, 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bingham, Lord 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Lt. Col. HF.(Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H.M.(Dublin Univ 
‘arson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
‘autley, Henry Strother 
‘avendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
hamberlain, RtHn.J.A.(Worc) 
hapman, Edward 

live, Captain Percy A. 
‘oates, Edward Feetham 
‘ochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
orbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
‘orbett, T. L. (Down, North 
Cross, Herb Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Cust, Henry John C. 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Fellowes, Rt.Hn. Ailwyn Edw. | 








{4 Jury 1905} 


toche, John (Galway, East) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day. 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.} 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 


Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 


| Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr | 


NOES. 


Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick. S8.W.) 
Galloway, Wiliam Johnson 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Henry D (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond(Cambs); 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Marg.of (L’nd’nd’ry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Staftora, W 
Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheftield Brightside) 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, Wiliam 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W. Mile End 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N. S 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ (Portsmouth 


| Lyttelton. Rt. Hon., Alfred 


Macdona, John Cumming 
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| Thomas, J A(Glamorgan, Gower 
| Tomkinson, 


James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
| White, George (Norfolk) 


White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wills, Arthur W. (N. Dorset) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel 


AYES— 
and Mr 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Captain Donelan 
Patrick O' Brien. 


MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M’Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Milner, Rt. Hn.SirFrederick G. 
Montague, Hn.J. Scott (Hants 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col. Edwari 
Pym, C. Guy 4 
Randles, John S. 

tankin, Sir James 

teid, James (Greencck: 
2enshaw, Sir Chas. Bins 
Renwick, George 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hn. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W.(Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Saunderson, Rt Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, H.C.(North’ mbTyneside 
Smith,RtHn J. Parker(Lanarks 
Stanley, Rt. Hn, Lord (Lancs) 
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Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stroyan, John 
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Stewart, Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart , Tuff, Charles 


| Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
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| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
| Wilson-Todd, Sir WH(Yorks.) 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley | Walrond, RtHn Sir William H. | Wylie, Alexander 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


| Warde, Colonel C. E. 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 


Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv.) | Welby,Lt-Col,A.C.E.(Taunton) | Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth | Whiteley, H. (Ashton undLyne | 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 


WAR STORES (COMMISSION) BILL. 
[THIRD READING. ] 


Order for the Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a third 
time.” 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
said he did not know whether it was 
the intention of the Government to 
press this Bill through this evening, 
bet if he should Jike to ask 
the Attorney-General a question. He 
understood that there was no compulsion 
in regard to the proceedings under this 
Bill. He believed that there was a 
general desire, both inside and outside of 
this House, that the whole proceedings of 
this Commission should be open to the 
Press. Already there had been a great 
umount of secrecy in regard to the 
questions to be dealt with, and he hoped 
the Attorney-General would be able to 
give them some reassuring statement in 
regard to this point. He was aware that 
it was open to them last night to move 
an Amendment securing this object, but 
as they were anxious to facilitate the 
business they refrained from moving any 
such Ameidment. As things stood at 
present the whole matter was in the 
hands of the Commission. That might 
be a wise course or it might not, but he 
thought that there ought to be some 
instruction given by this House in 
the matter. The public were deeply 
interested in this matter, and he hoped 
the Attorney-General would tell them 
what the desire of the Government was 
in regard to this point. 


so 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.) 


said he also wished to press very strongly. 
what his hon, friend the Member for. 


Kirkcaldy had urged, namely, that the pro- 
ceedings of this Commission’’should be 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoES—\Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 


Eresby, Lord Viscount Valentia. 


made public. He thought there ought to 
be a Parliamentary mandate to this effect. 
He remembered when the War Commis- 
sion was being established he asked the 
then Secretary for War, the paragon 
Minister, whether the proceedings would 
be public or not, and he gave the House 
uw definite assurance that they would. As 
a matter of fact, they were not public, and 
instead they were furnished with misleid- 
ing, wretched, belated, jejune, scanty, 
scrappy notes. Now they wanted to have 
this Committee open to the public and no 
hugger-mugger about it. He must have 
from the First Lord of the Treasury, 
who was accustomed to make promises 
and not so accustonied to keeping them, 
literally [Cries of “Oh ”’], some assurance 
there would be a Parliamentary mandate 
to this Commission that the proceedings 
would be made public, and that they 
would not be hugger-muggered and con- 
cealed from the public. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he had 
not looked into this Bi!l so closely upon 
the Committee stage, which was taken 
without discussion, but statements had 
been made to the effect that there was a 
clause in the Bill which provided that a 
witness who gave evidence could not be 
proceeded against even if he was proved 
to be one of the guilty parties. Take, for 
example, the contractors. The indemnity 
absolutely prevented any proceedings be- 
ing taken against them. He should 
like that point cleared up either by 
the right hon. Gentleman or the 
Attorney-General before they passed 
the Third Reading. Another point was 


whether there was any provision in this } 


Bill to provide for the taking of evidence 
under the same powers in South Africa 
as in this country, and he should like 
to know what were the views of the 
Government in this respect. It seemed 








_to him that there was a loophole for f 
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the contractors to escape if 
found that they were to blame. 
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it was 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) said he ac- 
knowlelged frankly that as far as this 
purticular measure was concerned, hon. 
Gentlemen opposite had done their 
best to facilitate its passage through 
the House. As regarded the particular 
point put to him as to whether the 
(mmission shou'd sit in publie or in 
private, the Government proposed to 
follow the unbroken practice of allowing 
the Commission to settle for themselves 
whether their proceedings from day to 
day should be open to the publie, or 
whether they should reserve a full 
disclosure until the fitting moment in 
their judgment, arrived. His learned 
friend, in consultation with the learned 
Gentleman opposite, cime to the 
conclusion that in the interest of a true 
and full disclosure of all that had taken 
place, it was desirable to put in this 
Bill, as in many previous Bills, a pro- 
vision which would enable any witness 
who could not otherwise give evidence 
without subjecting himself to pains and 
penalties to disclose the whole truth 
without fear or favour. There was no 
provision in the Bill for making inquiry 
under oath in South Africa. It was not 
desirable that the Bill should create a 
new offence in portions of the Empire 
not under the immediate jurisdiction of 
Parliament. As regarded the Transvaal 
they might secure such a_ provision, 
but they could not impose upon Cape 


Colony or Natal such an obligition. 
They had, however, some reason to 


believe that Cape Colony would favour 
the passage of a Bill of this kind, and if 
it were found necessary they would 
follow the example of this House. It 
would be eminently desirable that when 
this Parliament had passed the Bill, a 
similar measure should pass in South 
Airica, and nothing the Government 
could do to secure such a result would 
be omitted by the Government. That 
prom se be gave on behali of the 
Government, and he had every reason 
to think that no difficulty would arise 
with the independent Legislatures of 
our South African Colonies, but they 
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would be as anxious as the Government 
to further the interest of truth by 
furthering investigation into the darkest 
corners of these complicated proceedings. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) said 
that in the case of the Parnell Commission 
and the Belfast Riots Commission the pro- 
ceedings were held in public. He thought 
it was a serious matter to give Com- 
missioners such powers as were contained 
in this Bill, and leave a matter like this 
to their own sweet will. They had 
great powers in regard to witnesses, and 
he thought those powers ought to be 
exercised in public. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he did not 
know of any statutory requirement 
that publicity should be insisted upon. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) said the Commission would 
inquire into the question as to what 
had become of certain sums of money. 
He wished to know whether in case 
it was shown that any of the witnesses 
had wrongfully got possession of any of 
this money if there were any means of 
compelling them to disgorge it. Would 
the indemnity leave them in possession 
of their ill-gotten gains ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said that the 
Bill protected, or might protect, witnesses 
only if the Commission so decided. It 
was in the power of the Commissioners 
to protect them against criminal pro- 
ceedings, but not against civil proceed- 
ings, and it was in civil proceedings that 
persons would be compelled to disgorge 
any money if illegally acquired. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill real the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC ROADS (IRELAND) BILL. 

As amended, cousidered; Amend- 
ments made; Bill read the third time and 
passed. 


1107 Adjournment {COMMONS} of the House. 1108 
FOREIGN SHIPS (STATUTORY RE-- Tae LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 


QUIREMENTS) COMMITTEE. 
Ordered, That Sit Hugh Shaw-Stewart 
be discharged from the Committee. 


Ordered, That Mr. Evelyn Cecil be 
added to the Committee.—(Sir A. Acland- 
Hood.) 


OF LIFE YFROM FIRE 
COMMITTEE. 
Ordered, That Mr. Malcolm be 
discharged from the Committee. 


PROTECTION 


Ordered, That Mr. Guy Pym be added 


to the Committee.--(Sir A. <Ac’and- 
Hood.) 

Toe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or tHE TREASURY (Sir A. 


ACLAND-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton) gave notice that the first order 
to-morrow (Wednesday) would be the 
Motion in the name of the Prime 
Minister with regard to the Aliens Bill, 
and that it might be necessary to move 
the suspension of the twelve o’clock rule 
before proceeding to that business. 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion made. and Question proposed, 
“Yaat this House do now adjourn,’’-— 


(Sir A, Acland-Hood., 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy sBurghs) 
said that in reference to the Scotch 
Churches Bill, greatly to their sur- 
prise, the Bill had been allowed to be 
interfered with by the Aliens Bill, and 
he wished to impress upon the Lord- 
Advocate the extreme urgency of this 
Bill, He wished to know whether the 
Government could give them any 
assurance as to when the debate on the 
Second Reading of the Scotch Churches 
Lill would be resumed. The next few 
days appeared to be already allocated, 
aud it seemed a great pity that an 
important measure like the Scotch Bill 
should have to give place to the Aliens 
Bill, which was not at all so pressing. 
He hoped the Lord-Advocate would be 
able to assure them that this interruption 
would not be likely to endanger the 
passage of the measure. 


Dicksox, Gasgow, Bridgton) said the 
Government were most anxious that the 
Scottish Churches Bill should be finished 
that night, and it was no fault of theirs 
that it was not finished, but that the 
evening sitting had, as he thought, been 
wasted. They were anxious to resume 
the consideration on the earliest possible 
date that the state of publie husiness 
would allow. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
asserted that the delay surrounding the 
progress being made with the Scottish 
Churches Bill was due to the unwillingness 
of the Government, in the first instance, 
to introduce the Bill until the General 
Assembly of the Church of Scotland had 
met and given the Government the eve 
to insert Clause 5. 


4&Mr. SWIFT MACNETILL (Donegal, 
S.) said he could not allow the state- 


ment to go unchallenged that the 
Motion which they had been dis- 
cussing that evening had been a 


waste of time. He reminded the Lord- 
Advocate that if the Speaker had not 
thought that it dealt with a matter 
of urgent public importance he would 
not have allowed the Motion for the 
adjournment to have been taken. It 
was a reflection upon the Chair to say 
that the tine had been wasted, and what 
did the Lord-Advocate mean by it? He 
would not allow any Irish discussion in 
this House to be characterised by a petty 
Treasury official as a waste of time, and 
the Lord-Advocate had better alter his 
Parliamentary manners as quickly as he 
could. He noticed that the Patronage 
Secretary to the Treasury had put down 
for to-day the Third Reading of the Cou- 
solidated Fund Bill No, 2. Upon this 
measure he had given formal notice to 
move its Fejection in order to bring befoie 
tht House a matter of imperative public 
interest dealing with military law, 


Notice taken that forty Members were 
not present; House counted, and forty 
Members not being present :— 


Adjourned at nineteen minutes 
before Oue o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 5th July, 1905. 


[he House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bristol Blind Asylum 
Central Electric Supply Bill [Lords] ; 
County of London Electric Supply Com- 
Humber Conservancy 
Read a second time, 


Bill [Lords]. 


committed. 


Railway (No. 2) Bill (by Order). 
Second Reading deferred till Wednesd: ay 
next. 


Central 
Second 


London Railway Bill 
Reading deferred 


(by 
till 


= Wednesday next. 


, Amendments [Scheme confirmed] ; 
. port to lie upon the 1 


p Sanitary Officer, 


dintervention of the House, 


London Government Scheme (London 
and Middlesex) Bill. Reported, with 
Re- 


‘able. 


Bill, be 


To-morrow. 


as amended, to considered 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP J). 

mittee on Group J of Private Bills; That 
the parties promoting the Local Govern- 

nent (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) 
} (Belfast, Castlereagh, and Holywood 
F Joint Board Order r) Bill had stated that 
the evidence of Professor E. A. Letts, | 
Professor of Chemistry, Queen’s College, 
Belfast; Mr. Conway Scott, Executive 
Belfast; Mr. M. J. F. 

Napier, City Surveyor’s Depaitment, 

Belfast ; Mr. W. A. Currie, Secretary to 
i the Belfast Harbour Commissioners ; and 
Colonel F. F. Hill, D.S.O., Royal Irish 
Fusiliers, Holywood Barracks, county 
Down, was essential to their case ; and, 


(it having been proved that their attend- 


jance could not be procured without the 
he had been | 
linstructed to move that de said Pro- | 





air. M. J. F. Napier, Mr. W. 


jlessor E. A. Letts, Mr. Conway Scott, 
A. Currie, | | 


jand Colonel F. F. Hill, D.S.O., do attend | | 
VOL, CXLVIII. 


[FourrH Sertes.] 


{5 Juny 1905} 


Bill [Lords] ; | 
and | 


} 
Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Bromp- 
> ton 


Colonel WELBy reported from the Com- | 
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next’ 


Reports, &e. 


the said Committee on Tuesday 
at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That Professor E. A. Letts, 

= Conway Scott, Mr. M. J. F. Napier, 

r, W. A. Currie, and Colonel F. F. Hill, 

1D a0. do attend the Committee on 

| Group J of Private Bills on Tuesday 
| next, at half-past Eleven of the Clock. 


| 
| 
| 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LONDON TRAFFIC (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 

Copy presented, of Report of the 
toyal Commission appointed to inquire 
into and report upon the Means of 
Locomotion and Transport in London, 


Vol. I. [by Command]; to lie 


upon the 
Table. 
AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Return of ,Prices 
of Agricultural Products and Live “Stock 


for the year 1904 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of Minute of the 


Committee of Council on Edueation in 
Scotland, dated July 4th, 1905, — 
the Schedule to the Minute of the 30th 
January, 1905, providing for the ‘Estab- 
lishment of Committees for the Train- 
ing of Teachers |by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 188 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated June 30th, 1905, granting to Mr. 


Clement Millard, superintending civil 
engineer at Portland, a Agee Allowance 


under the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 
ARKLOW HARBOUR, 
Copy presented, of Report of the 
Arklow Harbour Commissioners and 


Statement of Accounts for 1904 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS 
Copy presented, 
| Consular Reports, 


2 P 


(ANNUAL SERIES). 
of Diplomatic and 
Annual Series, No. 
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3430 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Questions. 


ARMY (SALES AND REFUNDS) 
(SOUTH AFRICA). 

Copy ordered, “of Correspondence 
relative to the disposal of Surplus Stores 
in South Africa.” —(Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 228.] 


——_—_— 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Irish Ancient Monuments—St. Mel's 
Cathedral. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether his attention has been called 
to the passage by the Longford County 
Council at its statutory meeting of a 
resolution asking the Board of Works, 
Dublin, to place the ruins of the ancient 
cathedral of St. Mel under the Public 
Monuments Protection Act; whether 
he is aware that this matter has been a 
long time in agitation in the district ; 
and can he hold out any hope of action 
being now taken in this direction. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
This is the first intimation I have received 
of such a resolution. The passing of 
this or similar resolutions does not, 
however, affect the position of affairs. 
The cathedral ruins are vested in the 
representative Church body, and, until 
that body consents to their transfer, 
neither the Treasury nor the Board of 
Works can take any action for their 
preservation. 


Irish Roll Tobacco. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): To ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether he is aware that quantities 
of roll tobacco, manufactured in England 
and Scotland, have been sold to the 
public as Irish roll tobacco, with the 
result that a branch of Irish trade is 
threatened ; whether any prosecutions 
have taken place in consequence; and 
what steps he proposes to take to pre- 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. liz 


vent the perpetuation of this fraud upon 
the public in future. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) The 
Board of Trade has no recent informa- 
tion on the subject, but they are pre- 
pared to consider, with a view to prose- 
cution, any specific case of infringement 
of the Merchandise Marks Act, 1887, 
which is submitted under the regulations 
which govern prosecutions. It is, of 
course, open to the Irish manufacturers 
to take proceedings themselves if they 
are so advised. 


Edgeworthstown Loan Fund Society. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland whether 
he will consent to the introduction of a 
clause in the Charitable Loan Funds 
(Ireland) Bill which will enable the 
Loan Fund (Ireland) Board to reimburse 
those debenture holders of the Edge- 
worthstown Loan Fund Society who 
lost their savings by the fraudulent 
conduct of the clerk, which savings they 


were induced to deposit on the assurance § 
that the loan funds were supervised and f 


managed by a Government Department, 
by which their accounts were regularly 
audited and who were responsible for 
the safety of their funds. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) No, Sir; 
first, because I believe such a clause 
would be out of order; secondly, because 
the Loan Fund Board have no funds 
available for the purpose indicated ; 
and, thirdly, because I dispute the 
accuracy of the several statements con- 
tained in the Question on which the 
claims of the debenture holders appear 
to be based. 


The Kerry Fishing Industry. 
Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 


Lord -Lieutenant of Ireland whether he} ~ 
will state what assistance is being given} 
to the fishing industry on the west coast} 
of Kerry in the way of grants for boats) 
and gear, training of fishermen, and) 
establishing boatbuilding suitable to thy) 





district ; and whether he will give thq 


amounts expended under those heady 
in Kerry during each of the past fiv# 
years. 
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(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Board do not make free grants for the 


Questions. 


purposes mentioned, but during the past | 


five years they have made loans to 


fishermen in county Kerry as follows: | 


for boats and gear, £6,697; for pro- 
viding barrel-making materials, £2,802. 


King-Harman Estate—Proposed Sale of 
Evicted Farm. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any report has been 
received from the Estates Commis- 
sioners or their inspector as to the sale of 
the King-Harman (county Longford) 
state, and the proposal of Colonel 
King-Harman to sell a portion of the 
evicted farm of a man named Fox to his 
own son, Captain W. A. King-Harman ; 
and also whether the evicted tenant’s 
son is to be allowed to purchase any 
portion of his father’s farm. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Commissioners expect shortly to be in 
a position to sell to the evicted tenant’s 
son the larger part of the farm in ques- 
tion, the vendor retaining the remainder. 


Domiciliary Visits by the Police in 
County Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any instructions 
were given to Sergeant O’Gara, of the 
Ballinalee police station (county Long- 
ford), to enter the dwellings of the 
residents in the townlands of Lisameen 
and Drumnacross and take down the 
names of the male members of each 
family, stating as he did so that if any 
outrage occurred in the district he would 
know whom to hold accountable for it ; 
whether he authorised the police sergeant 
to act in this matter; and what steps 
will be taken to prevent a repetition of 
similar conduct. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) No 
On June 
18th, at 10 p.m., the sergeant observed 
five men entering a house at Lisemeen, 
and he followed them into the house to 
see who they were. He neither de- 


manded nor took dowp the names of any 
persons, and said nothing about out- 
| Tages, 


On June 21st, between 8 and 9 


{5 Juby 1905} 


To ask the! 
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|p.m., he visited, but did not enter, 
| two houses at Drumnacross, to ascertain 
who lived there. It is the duty of the 
| police to make themselves acquainted 
with the inhabitants of their districts. 
| In none of these cases did the house- 
holders object to the sergeant’s presence. 
| I see no reason to interfere in the matter. 


Questions. 


| Property _of late James Murray 
M‘Gowan) in Rhodesia. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has received any further 
report from the High Commissioner of 
Rhodesia on the subject of the property 
or money said to be detained belonging 
to the late James Murray or M‘Gowan, 
who died in South Africa. 


(or 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) 
No further communications have passed 
with the High Commissioner on this 
subject, no reply having been received 
to the letter addressed to Mrs. Murray 
on November &th last, to which I referred 
in my Answer to the hon. Member on the 
8th of March. 


Post Office Savings Bank Deposits of late 


Ann Brown--Claim of Axmunster 
Guardians. 
Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devon- 


shire, Honiton): To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether, in view of the fact that 
the deposits, amounting to £81 ls. 5d., 
in the Post Office Savings Bank of the 
late Ann Brown were paid out by the 
Postmaster-General to her daughter, 
S. A. Bedford, within three weeks of her 
death, which occurred on January 29th 
of this year in the Axminster workhouse, 
without inquiry as to claims upon them 
which the guardians might have had, 
he can take any steps to secure from 
funds at his disposal the repayment to 
the guardians of the sum of £47 ls. 3d. 
adjudged to them for six years relief. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Payment 
of the deposits in Mrs. Brown’s account 
was made on February 22nd last to her 
daughter, Mrs. Bedtord, with the written 
consent of the only other next of kin. 
No intimation was received from the 
Axminster guardians of their claim 
till Mach 3lst. The certificate of 





+ See (4) Debates, exlii., 712. 


» 9 
_— -_ 


P 





1115 Questions. 


death stated that Mrs. Brown died in | 
the Axminster Cottage Hospital; and 
I had consequently no reason to suppose | 
that the guardians had any claim against 
the estate till the receipt of their applica- 
tion. I have no funds at my disposal out 
of which to reimburse the guardians for 
the expenses incurred by them in con- 
nection with the relief of Mrs. Brown. 


Postage on Printed Matter to Canada. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether com- 
plaints have reached him from printers, 
and publishers in this country of the 
disadvantage the postage to Canada from 
the United Kingdom on printed matter, 
including newspapers and magazines, 
which is 3d. for two ounces as against 
one cent. for sixteen ounces from the 
United States charged to the publishers, 
and ene cent. for each four ounces if 
mailed by others than the publishers or 
newsagents, inflicts upon them in com- 
petition with American printers and | 
publishers ; and whether, as the United 
States domestic rates for postage apply 
to Canada, Mexico, and Cuba, he will 
favourably consider the adoption of 
corresponding rates between the United 
Kingdom and Canada. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) Repre- | 
sentations on this subject have reached | 
me from time to time; and the reasons 
for not adopting the course desired by 
the hon. Member were not long ago ex- 
plained by me fully to a deputation 
including Members of this House. | 
shall be pleased to furnish the hon, | 
Member with a report of the remarks | 
j then made. 


Indoor Duties for Provincial Postmen. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the | 
Postmaster-General if he is now in a| 
position to state the nature of the indoor | 
duties for postmen in certain provincial 
offices for which, on the 26th January 
last, he promised to grant special allow- 
ances ; also when he proposes to announce 
his decision to those interested. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) I am 


considering in detail the nature of the | 
duties for which these allowances will be | 
given as well as the allocation of the | 
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allowances, and I will announce my 
decision in due course to the officers 
concerned. 


Preferential Railway Rates for Foreign 
mports. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Board of 
attention has been 
directed to the preferential rates granted 
to foreign imports generally, and in 
particular to the carriage of meat; and 
whether he will cause inquiry to be made 
and a Report issued upon this matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) I as- 
sume the hon. Member’s Question relates 
to rates charged on railways, and I would 
refer him to the reply given to a similar 
Question on the 2Ist February. 


Application of Crofters in Benbecula for 
Extension of Holdings 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness): To 
ask the Lord-Advocate if his attention 
has been drawn to a decision of the 
Crofter Commission, in an application by 
eighteen crofters in Benbecula for an 
extension of holding on the farm of 
Nunton, when the Commissioners rejected 
the application on the ground that only 
eighteen crofters had joined in the appli- 
cation; and whether, having regard to 
the terms of the Crofter Act, which pro- 
vide that only five crofiers are necessary 
to make a statutory application, will the 


| Lord-Advocate ask the Commissioners to 
| reconsider their decision. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) 1 
have inquired into the circumstances of 
the case referred to by the hon. Member. 
I am informed that the grounds on which 
the Crofters’ Commission rejected the 
application for enlargement of holdings 
preferred by eighteen crofters in the 
Island of Benbecula were mainly as 
follows :—(1) That the eighteen appli- 
rants came from no fewer than six 
townships scattered all over Benbecula, 
and were resident in most cases three 


'or four miles from the land applied for 


and from one another. (2) That the 


_applicants share with some 200 other 


crofters in the same common pasture. 
The grazings desired are adjacent to the 





+ See (4) Debates, cxli., 756, 
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common pasture, and if assigned as an | 


enlargement of holdings should be added 
to that pasture. Assignment of the lands 
in question to eighteen out of 200 would, 
in the opinion of the Commissioners, have 
caused much injustice to the great 
majority of the crofters. (3) That the 
applicants failed to satisfy the Commis- 
sioners that they were in a position to 
provide for payment of the stock on the 
lands applied for. The Commissioners 
appear to have considered the applica- 
tion with great care and in all its bearings, 
and the Secretary for Scotland does not 
see his way to ask them to reconsider 
their decision. 


Strike— 
of 


Liverpool Dock Labourers’ 
leged Insanitary Condition 
Quarters of Impo1ted Men. 


Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board is he aware 


that, in consequence of the strike of dock 
labourers at Liverpool, the imported 
men are being housed and fed and sup- 
plied with drink by Messrs. T. and J. 
Harrison, in the Liverpool docks sheds ; 
that in consequence an insanitary con- 
dition of things has been set up there; 
and, seeing that food stuff is stored in 
these docks, and in view of the danger 
to public safety, whether he will take 
steps to prevent the spread of disease. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
have not received any information with 
regard to this matter; but I will com- 
municate with the Town Council of 
Liverpool on the subject. 


Colonial Contributions to Imperial Navy. 
Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty what contributions are made 
to the cost of the Navy by India, the 
Australian Commonwealth, New Zealand, 
the Cape, and Natal, beyond the sums 
set out as appropriations in aid in the 
Kstimates; and what is the sum con- 
tributed in aid from all sources. 


(Answered by Mr. Pretyman.) No con- 
tributions to the cost of the Navy, other 
than the sums shown in the Estimates 
28 appropriations in aid, are made by the 
Colonies and Dependencies named. 


The | 
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total of those contributions is £428,400 
made up as follows :— 

£ 
India . - - - 103,400 
Australian Commonwealth - 206.000 
New Zealand - - - 40,000 
Cape Colony - - - 50,000 


Natal . - - - 35.000 


£428 400 


Students Resident in English and Welsh 
Agricultural Colleges. 


Mr. LAMBERT! (Devonshire, South 
Molton): To ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether he will 


ascertain how many students are actually 


|in residence in the agricultural colleges 


of England and Wales; and how many 
of these students are the sons of tenant 
farmers. 


(Answered oy Mr. Ailwyn Fellowes.) 1 
will endeavour to obtain the information 


which the hon. M>-mber desires. 


Hyde Park Motor-Car Regulations. 
Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Lancashire. 


Southport): To ask the hon. Member 
for Chorley, as representing the First 
Commissioner of Works, if he will re- 


consider the regulation as to motors in 
the park between four and seven p.m.. 
and exempt from it electric motors which 
bear on them in letters, the same size as 
the regulation number letters, the word 
electric. 


(Answered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
First Commissioner that he is 
unable to make any exception from the 
regulation. 


regrets 


Outbreak of Plaguein Madras. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether there have recently 
been outbreaks of plague in Madras 
which have been traced to intending 
emigrants housed in the emigrant depots ; 
and, if so, whether any steps have been 
taken to remove the emigrant depots to 
some suitable position outside the city 
in order to protect the residents in Madras, 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
Two or three cases of plague occurred in 
villages near the emigration depots, but 
I am not aware that any case has been 
traced to the depots. The Madras 
Government may be relied on to take all 
needful precautions. The latest Returns 
of plague show that during the week end- 
ing the 10th June there was only one 
fatal case of plague in Madras city. 


Questions. 


The Council of India and Indian Army 
Administration. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether a full statement can be made 
to Parliament showing how far, and in 
what manner, following the rules pre- 
scribed in Sections 23, 24, and 25 of 
the statute of 1858, the orders and other 
documents comprised in recent corres- 
pondence regarding the administration 
of the Army in India [Cd. 2574] were 
placed before and dealt with by the 
Council of India, and, in particular, if 
the despatch of 31st May was placed in 
the Council Room for perusal of all 
Members of Council during seven days 
before it was sent to the Governor- 
General of India ; and can copies of any 
opinions or dissents recorded by any 
Members of Council during the course 
of that correspondence be placed before 
Parliament at an early date. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The procedure laid down in the Act of 
1858 was strictly complied with in respect 
of the orders and other documents relating 
to Army administration in India which 
were recently presented to Parliament. 
If the hon. Member will refer to the Act, 
he will see that two courses are open to the 
Secretary of State in respect of a despatch 
which he proposes to send to India. He 
can either bring it before a meeting of 
Council, or can lay it for seven days in the 
Council Room for the perusal of Members 
of Council. The former course is the one 
usually adopted for matters of import- 
ance, and it is the one that was adopted 
on this occasion. The despatch of 31st 
May was passed nemine contradicente, 
and no dissents were recorded. As 
regards any notes or opinions which may 
have been written during the discussion 
of the matter, the established practice is 
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and to decline to publish them ; and I do 
not see any reason for departing from it. 


Questions. 


Notification of Infectious Diseases in 
Belfast. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: -To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the fact that on 22nd June, 
1905, a woman appeared in the Belfast 
Summons Court carrying a child seriously 
ill with measles, in consequence of which 
her removal from the Court was ordered ; 
whether the Notification of Diseases Act 
is in force in Belfast, and, if so, who is 
responsible for the case referred to not 
being reported to the proper authorities ; 
and whether any inquiry will be ordered 
in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
incident referred to has not been reported 
to the Local Government Board. The 
Infectious Diseases (Notification) Act, 
1889, is in force in Belfast, but the defini- 
tion of an infectious disease does not 
include measles. The local sanitary 
authority are empowered by Section 7 to 
extend the definition so as to include 
measles or any other infectious disease, 
but they have not availed themselves 
of this power in regard to measles, 


Belfast Traffic By-laws. 

Mr JOSEPH DEVLIN: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the prosecution of a number of 
drivers before the Belfast magistrates on 
28th June, and to the fact that, the 
drivers having pleaded ignorance of the 
by-laws with a breach of which they 
were charged, the magistrates expressed 
the opinion that the by-laws had not 
been sufficiently published ; and whether 
he will communicate with the authori- 
ties in Belfast, with a view to the sufficient 
publication of the by-laws referred to. 


(Answered by Mr, Walter Long.) A 
further promulgation of the regulations is 
about to take place. Placards containing 
the regulations will be posted up through- 
out the city, and copies will be sent to 
the owners of vehicles for distribution 


to regard such documents as confidential , amongst their drivers. 
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Aldershot Cm and Tidworth Electric 
Lighting Stations. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the electric lighting stations 
at Aldershot camp and Tidworth are to be 
proceeded with; and, if so, when; or 
whether the staff of electrical engineers 
who have been engaged on these works 
is to be dispersed. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) The completion of the electric 
lighting station at Aldershot and the 
erection of a generating station at Tid- 
worth are provided for under the Military 
Works Loan, and will be proceeded with 
as soon as funds are available. The 
question of staff will be considered when 
the work is taken in hand. 


War Office Contracts. 

Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War if his attention has been called 
to the rule of the War Department, as 
laid down by the late Secretary of State 
for War, Mr. Edward Stanhope, that 
two-thirds of Government requirements 
should be obtained from the trade, and 
upon the faith of which capital was 
expended by the Sheffield trades con- 
cerned ; and will he take care that the 
rule referred to and adopted by himself 
and his immediate predecessors is ob- 
served as much in respect of bayonets as 
of other material of war. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) There is no rule that any 
definite proportion of orders shall be 
placed with the trade, except as regards 
guns, which, in the past, have been 
allocated as far as possible to the trade 
and ordnance factories in the proportion 
of two-thirds and one-third. The practice | 
has never been extended to stores, such 
as bayonets, and, in view of the small 
number of bayonets required, it is not 
possible, in the present instance, to place 
with the trade a larger number of 
bayonets than the 2,500 reserved for 
them. 


Volunteer Regulations. 
Mr. FREDERICK WILSON (Norfolk, 
Mid.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War if the new regulation fixing the age 
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of forty-five as the limit of service for 
Volunteers will compel all men now in the 
force who have passed that age to resign ; 
whether the new age regulation will apply 
to officers as well as privates; whether 
the regulation requiring men to be first- 
class shots as a condition of active 
service will apply to the Regular Army 
as well as Volunteers; and whether 
steps will be taken to provide rifle ranges 
throughout the country enabling Volun- 
teers to have the practice necessary to 
attain accuracy in shooting. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 
Forster.) There is no such regulation 
as that referred to by the hon. Member. 
There is no intention of compelling Volun- 
teers who have passed the age of forty- 
five to resign. There is no regulation 
requiring men of either the Regular Forces 
or the Volunteers to be first-class shots as 
a condition of active service, but, for 
reasons which I stated in reply to another 
Question yesterday,t the Army Council 
have thought it desirable to ascertain 
what proportion of the Volunteers quali- 
tied for foreign service are also first-class 
The hon. Member is well aware 
how difficult it is to provide additional 
ranges, but the Army Council is fully 
alive to the desirability of increasing the 
number, and I hope that the progress 
which has marked the past few years will 
be continuous. 


shots. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


ee 


The Sinking of the ‘‘ Afghanistan.” 

Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
his attention has been drawn to the 
disaster which occurred off Dungeness on 
the morning of June 3rd last, whereby 
the Liverpool sailing ship “ Afghanistan"! 
was sunk by H.M.S. “ Cesar,” with the 
loss of nineteen lives; is it in contempla- 
tion to make any compensation to the 
relatives of the crew of the ‘‘ Afghan- 
istan”’ who perished in the disaster ; and 
further, will instructions be issued to 
naval officers, with a view to the pre- 
vention of similar warlike tactics being 








t See page 974. 
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carried out at the risk of the seafaring 
community. 


THE SECRETARY To tHE ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. Pretyman, Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): The circumstances of this 
regrettable collision are at present under 
the consideration of the legal advisers of 
the Admiralty, and the position of the 
Admiralty in the matter cannot be 
defined until their advice has been 
received, The matter is being hastened, 
and the earliest communication possible 
will be made as to compensation. No 
evolutions were in progress at the time of 
the accident. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: I 
should like to mention that these people 
ale very poor,and if anything is to be 
done for them it ought to be done 
promptly. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN (Galway): 
Did not a very thick fog prevail at the 
time of the accident, and was not the 
“Cesar” running at a speed of thirteen 
knots to the danger of ships in general ? 
Will the hon. Gentleman take steps to 
prevent war vessels running at such a 
speed in fog ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN said the speed of 
the “ Cesar” was 11:2 knots at the time 
ot the collision and the ships had only 
just run into the thick bank of fog which 
was the cause of the accident. There 
had not been sufficient time to slow 
down. 


Mr GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is not the speed during a fog limited to 
five knots by an order of the Admiralty ? 


Mr. PRETYMAN: ‘The speed in a fog 
is left to the discretion of the admiral 
commanding. 


War Stores Inquiry--Deputy Judge 
Advocate-General. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether circumstances connected 
with sales and purchases of stores in 
South Africa, and the liability of officers 
to Court-martial, and other matters in 
relation thereto, were submitted in 
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addition to Courts-martial proceedings to 

|the Acting Deputy Judge Advocate- 
' General for advice; and, if so, on how 
'many occasions has he been recurred to 
for advice since his appointment in 
March, 1904, on such matters; and 
whether he has yet given an opinion on 
the Report of Sir William Butler’s 
Committee. 


Questions. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNoLbD-ForstEr, Belfast, 
W.): The Deputy Judge Advocate- 
General has not given his advice in this 
connection, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 


declined to give an answer ? 


Has he 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir. He 
has given no opinion on the Report of. 
or evidence before, Sir William Butler’s 
Committee. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: And mean- 
while is this high judicial potentate 
practising as a stuff gownsman at the 
outside bar 2 


[No Answer was returned. } 


The Volunteers. 
*Maysor SEELY (Isle of Wight): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether general officers commanding- 
in-chief have been instructed to state 
their opinion as to the advisability of 
disbanding or amalgamating Volunteer 
units in their commands; and what 
steps he proposes to take in the event 
of his receiving recommendations to 
dishand or amalgamate any such units. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
Answer to the first part of the Question 
isin the affirmative. As regards the 
latter part of the Question, it is im- 
possible to say until the recommendations 
have been received and very carefully 
considered. 


*MasorSEELY: I begtoask the Prime 


Minister whether, in view of the wide- 
spread concern caused by,the issue of the 
¢ War Office circular, upon which action is 
taken daily, he will put down the Volun- | 
teer Vote in Supply to give opportunity | 
for early discussion. 
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Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
BaLrour, Manchester, E.): [ can give no 
pledge on the subject. 


Questions. 





Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: 
has been taken. 


No action 


Masor SEELY: Tam sure the right 
hon. Gentleman would not wish to mis- 
lead the House. In point of fact, 
action was taken on Monday, when the 
2nd Middlesex was examined. Every 
corps whose numbers are reduced under 
this order will be in expectation of 
disbandment. 


Mr. C. R. SPENCER (Northampton- 
shire, Mid.): Will action be taken this 


vear ¢ 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: That will 
depend on the reports received. Com- 
manding officers have been asked to re- 
port whether, in the interests of economy 
and efficiency, in their opinion there 
should be amalgamations of any corps. 
No reports have been received, and when 
received they will be carefully considered. 
It is obvious that from time to time 
the distribution of Volunteer corps must 
be considered. 


*Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, E.): Will 
the rizht hon. Gentleman, in view of the 
statement made in another place. lay the 
circular referred to on the Table 2 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The cireu- 
lar referred to by Lord Donoughmore in 
the House of Lords is a very long one, and 
perhaps the hon. Gentleman will excuse 
me reading it. It shall be presented 
immediately. 


*Mr. McCRAE: Why was it com- 
municated to the Press befere being 
presented to Parliament ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It was sent 
in the ordinary way to commanding 
officers. I was not aware it had been 
communicated to the Press. 


*Mr. McCRAE: It appears in the Press 
and is somewhat contradictory of the 
Answer given by the right hon. Gentle- 
man Yesterday. 
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{' Masor SEELY asked leave to move 
the adjournment of the House in order to 
icall attention to a definte matter of 
urge it public importance—namely, the 
circu'ation by the Secretary of State for 
War of a Memorindum addres-e1 to 
general officers commanding-in-chief, 
directing them to report as t» the advisa- 
bility of disbanding or amalgamating 
certain units under their command, and 
the immediate disastrous and diseourag- 
ing eect of such circular. 


Questions. 


*Vr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. and 
gallant Member has failed to notice that 
there is a blocking Motion on the Paper 
which covers the point he desires to raise. 
Itstands in the name of the hon. Member 
for Bradford, * To call attention to the 
circular issued by the Secretary of State 
for War to officers commandiag Volunteer 
battalions, and to the general condition 
of the Volunteer force.” 


Mayor SEELY said the Volunteers 
were not specifically mentioned in his 
Motion, nor dil he intend to mention 
them. He desired to call attention; to 
the proposal of the Secretary of State,to 
disband or amalgamate certain units. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Secretary of 
State for War stated a few minutes ago 
that there was no such intention on the 
part of the War Office ; that the intention 
was to call for information from Volunteer 
officers before taking anv action. Injany 
case, I think the Motion would, be 
covered by the words in the Resolution on 
the Paper, ‘The general condition of 
the Volunteer force.” 


Mayor SEELY submitted that] this 
was a matter of urgent public importance. 
It was not competent for the Secretary 
of State to say no order had been issued, 
because he was in possession of ,the 
terms of the order. 


Mr. C. R. SPENCER, as a Volunteer 
officer, appealed to the Prime Minister to 
use his influence with the hon. Member for 
Bradford to withdraw his _ blocking 
Motion, in view of the immense feeling 
aroused on the question. 


*Mr. McCRAK asked the Prime Minister 
whether, in view of what had taken place, 
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Questions. 
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he would reconsider his decision with | for military purposes and their general 


regard to the Volunteer Vote in Supply. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the hon, 


Gentleman misunderstood my Answer. I 
gave no decision. What I pointed out 
to the House was that the number of 
Supply days remaining available are 
limited; and there are many subjects 
which hon. Gentlemen desire to discuss 
and which have more claim to discussion 
than the Volunteer Vote, which was 
largely discussed early in the session. 
Of course, if there is a general desire 
among those who have most right to 
speak to discuss the Volunteer Vote 
rather than some other subjects that 
would otherwise come up, and they are 
prepared not to press for thes» other 
subjects, I raiseno objection. 


Ordnance Maps for Volunteer Officers. 

Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester. S.W.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that the officer 
commanding the 3rd Lancashire Royal 
Kngineers (Volunteers), acting in accord- 
ance with the existing regulations, pre- 
paid the sum of £2 17s. tor maps, and 
sent in his requisition in proper form; 
whether he is aware that the maps were 
sent through the local agent at Southamp- 
ton, together with a bill for £7 11s. 6d.; 
will he explain why the regulation 
authorising the issue of ordnance maps 
at reduced rates to officers has been 
cancelled at Southampton, and why no 
notification has been made in Army 
Orders that this privilege has been with- 
drawn; and whether, as the effect of an 
advance of 160 per cent. in the price of the 
necessary materials will be to discourage 
the study of military topography, he can 
see his way to allow maps to be pur- 
chased at the r duced rate in future. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In Septem- 
ber last a circular letter was issued to 
general officers commanding — giving 
them authority to demand direct from 
the Director-General of the Ordnance 


Surveys maps required for instruction 
or other military purposes which would 
be issued free, and notifying them that 
the issue of maps on prepayment would 
be suspended from October Ist. 
no information as to the particular case 
referred to, but if officers require maps 


officer commanding approves, the maps 


are now issued free instead of at « 
reduced rate. The scale of issue is at 
present tentative, but when it is definitely 
approved it will be notified in Army 
Ordeis. 


British Army in India. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, N,): 
T beg to ask the Secretary of State fo: 
India whether his attention has bee 
called to the number of murders in con 
nection with the Army in India during th» 
past twelve months ; and whether, in view 
of the rigidity of the discipline imposed 
upon the rank and file of the Army, any 
official inquiry will be made into the 
matter. 


THe SECRETARY orf STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): J have had no report from India 
of a number of murders in connegtion 
with the Army during the past twelve 
months. 


Horse Flesh as Food. 

Mr. CREMER (Shoreditch, H:gger- 
ston): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 
is now in a position to state the result of 
the inquiries which, in August last year, 
and in this year, he promised should be 
made concerning the number of old and 
slaughtered horses, or horses unfit for 
work, that are periodically exported from 
this country to Beigium, Holland, and 
Germany; and if he can say for what 
purpose their carcases are used; and 
whether their flesh is made _ into 
condiments of various kinds, returned to 
this country, and sold as articles of food. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Eari Percy, Kensington, S.): In the 


Netherlands horses imported for slaughter 
purposes must be slaughtered in public 


slaughterhouses at Amsterdam, Rotter- 


I have | 
‘other ports on the East Coast of England } 


dam, de Leyde, or Neineguen. It is 
guaranteed that only sound meat is 
offered for public consumption. Belgium 
—Large numbers of horses, chiefly those 
which have been used in coal mines, are 
imported from Grimsby, Goole, Hull and 


to Antwerp. When intended for human 


Biabanes nS 





i Ch 





sta 


agt 








1128 


neral 
naps 
it a 
S at 
tely 
rmy 


N,): 
» fo: 
been 
con 
Z the 
view 
osed 
any 
the 


FOR 
uild- 
ndia 
ab 1011 
velye 


Beer: 
tary 
rt he 
lt of 
year, 
d be 
and 
f for 
from 
and 
what 
and 
into 
sd to 
food. 


OF 
IRS 
the 
yhter 
ublie 
tter- 
t is 
ut is 
rum 


hose | 
are |) 
# 


, 


and 
land | 


man 

















1129 Questions. 


consumption they must be slaughtered at 
the public slaughterhouse and sold by 
butchers who only deal in horse flesh. 
Horse flesh does not appear to be made 
into meat extract in Belgium, but 
sausages for local consumption are 
nanufactured. No horse flesh, except 
i few living animals, is exported to the 
United Kingdom., Germany—No export 
of horse flesh to the United Kingdom 
takes place from Hamburg, nor, it is 
believed, from other German ports, such 
fesh having no sale there and being 
easily recognised, more especially as all 
horse flesh is indelibly stamped on 
inspection with the word “ Pferd.” The 
larger part of the horses imported from 
the United Kingdom appeared to have 
been, not for slaughter, but for riding 
snd driving. About 130,000 horses a 
rear are slaughtered in Germany, and as 
wegards Hamburg, a certain number are 
consumed by human beings, some being 
used at the Zoological Garden and 
private menageries. The price varies 
irom 2d, to 6d. per, Ib. sausages from 4d. 
‘o 6d. per Ib The following are the 
statistics respecting the export of horses 
f small value in 1904— 


Value under £5. 





Belgium 2,475. 


Holland = 2,333. 
‘iermany 38, 
France 12. 


Value over £5 and under £10. 
Belgium 14,492. 


Holland 3,898. 
Germany 107, 
France 28. 


As regards France,reports from Dunkirk, 
Valais, Havre, and Cherbourg show that 
no horses unfit for further work are 
imported from the United Kingdom at 
any ports in those Consular districts. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): What 
quantity of these sausages find their way 
to the House of Commons ? 


[No Answer was returned. } 


State Expenditure. 


Mr. McCRAE: I beg to ask Mr. 


| Chancellor of the Exchequer if he can 


state the estimated net reduction in the 
aggregate liabilities of the State for the 
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| present financial vear, afier provision 1s 


made for naval and military loan ex- 
penditure. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AustEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): I beg to refer the 
hon. Member to the Answer which I gave 
to a Question of the senior Member for 
Dundee on the 22nd of Mayt, showing 
that the net diminution in the aggregate 
capital liabilities this year is estimated 
at rather more than £3,000,000. The 
hon. Member will, of course, understand 
that the additional liabilities to be created 
have special sinking funds providing for 
redemption in a very limited term of years, 
and are therefore of a very different 
character from the more permanent 
livbilities which are being paid off by 
the operation of the ordinary Sinking 
Funds. 


Mr. McCRAE : Do these figures take 
into account the expenditure under the 
Naval Works Bill this vear ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: Yes, 
Sir. I put the total expenditure out of 
capital at £9,000,000, towards which we 
had £850,000 over-borrowed last year. I 
have no reason to alter those figures. 


The Bradford Committee's Report. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 


General whether, in view of his statement 
that Sir Edward Bradford’s Committee 
of inquiry into the grievances of postal 
employees exceeded their terms of 
reference, he will send their Report 
back to the Committee, pointing out 
where they exceeded those terms, and 
asking them for an explanation or an 
amended Report. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Lerd 
SranLey, Lancashire, Westhoughton): 1 
do not consider it desirable to adopt the 
course suggested by the hon, Member. 


Threat to Assassinate a Manchester 
Member of Parliament. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down,S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the prosecution of a 





+ See (4) Debates, exlvi., 957, 
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man charged with threatening to assassi- 
nate the hon. Member for South-West 
Manchester; whether he can ascertain if 
the offence arose in connection with an 
agrarian dispute; and whether he can 
state the total cost to the ratepayers of 
the extra police arrangements, if any, 
made at the scene of the dispute. 


Que tions. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKERs- 
Douc.ias, Kent, St. Augustine’s): My 
attention has not been drawn to this 
prosecution. I notice that according to 
the newspapers the charge was to have 
been dealt with by the Sheffield 
magistrates to-day, but I have no 
further information. My Department is 
not concerned in the proceedings nor in 
the police arrangements. 


Bearing Reins. 

Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether, 


the suffering inflicted upon horses by the | 


use of tight bearing reins, especially in 


hot weather, he will take such steps as | 


may be necessary, by legislation or other- 
wise, to put a stop to this practice. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS : I fear that I | 
cannot see my way to introduce legis- 
lation on this matter; but I agree with 
the hon. 
bearing reins does cause great discomfort 
to horses, and I hope that his Question 


will cali attention to the practice and | 


influence people to abandon it. 


Capratn DONELAN: Have the potice | 


power to take action in cases of obvious 
cruelty ? 

Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: should 
like to look into that point. 


I 


Threat to Assassinate Scottish Members 
of Parliament. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Lord-Advocate whether he can state if the 
letter received by the police with re- 
ference to a Member of this House repre- 
senting a Scotch constituency threatened 
the assassination of three Members of this 
House; and whether he can state if the 


author of the letter has yet been made 
amenable to justice. 


{COMMONS} 
THE LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 


in view of | 


Member that the use of tight | 
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Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton) : I presume 
the hon. Member refers to the letter as 
to which he asked a Question on June 29th. 
If the Question is to be treated seriously 
I think the Answer to the first part of 
the Question is in the affirmative. The 
police have not yet been able to trace the 
undesirable alien who wrote the letter. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman intend to follow the ex- 
ample of the Irish Government, and put 
up special barracks for the police told off 
to protect these Members of Parliament | 


Mr. SCOLT DICKSON: 
barracks are not required. 


Police 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is that decision 
not due to the fact that Seotchmen are too 


; 


careful of their bawbees / 





| 
Strabane Petty Sessions Clerk. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that the Secre- 
tary of the Incorporated Law Society 
of Ireland was plaintiff in an action 
/recently at Strabane Quarter Sessions, 
/county Tyrone, in a civil bill against Mr. 
[George Marks, clerk of petty sessions, 
for penalties for that the defendant. had 
}acted as solicitor in drawing a deed of 
| arrangement ; and whether, “seeing that 
the defendant admitted the claim, he will 
say whether it is intended that this ofticial 
shall be dismissed. 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


THe ATTORNEY -GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
derry, N.): The petty sessions clerk 


holds his office during the joint pleasure 
of the justices of his district and_ the 
Lord-Lieutenant. He was sued under the 


(Ireland) Act, 1866, for a penalty for 
having done work as a solicitor, he not 
being % a solicitor in fact. His action con- 
sisted in preparing and filling in a printed 
form of lease for a person, who paid him a 
fee. The clerk, who has twenty-three 


3rd Section of the Attorney and Solicitors f 





years good service, has explained that 
this was the first occasion on whieh he had 
done anything of the kind complained of, 


never to do it again. He has paid a 


that he did it inadv ertently, and promised] 








and expenses, and has been severely re} 
primanded. The Lord-Lieutenant does) 





penalty of £11, with £2 13s, Od. for costs F 
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not consider that his case calls for any 
further punishment. 


Kerry Fishing Industry. 
Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 


_W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 


the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
ne will state what assistance is being given 
:o the fishing industry on the west coast 
of Kerry in the way of grants for boats 
ind gear, training of fishermen, and 
astablishing boatbuilding suitable to the 
district ; and whether he will give the 
amounts expended under those heads in 
Kerry during each of the past five 


years. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE 
LAND (Mr. WALTER Lona, Bristol, 8.) ; 
The Boird do not make free grants for 
the purposes mentioned, but during the 
past five years they have made loans to 
fishermen in county Kerry as follows: 
tor boats and gear, £6,697; for providing 


barrel making materials, £2,802. 


Reenard and Valentia Ferry and Piers. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): [beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any, and, if so, what 
steps will betaken to provide asteam ferry- 
boat between Reenard and Valentia and 
to improve the pier accommodation, in 
accordance with the proposals made by 
the right hon. Member for Dover when 


the Marine Works Act was under 
consideration. 
Mr. WALTER LONG: No specific 


undertaking was given by my predecessor 
toexpend money at this place out of the 
Marine Works Act. The matter is now, 
however, engaging my careful considera- 
tion. 


Model and National Schools in Ireland. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
ireland whether he will grant the two 
Returns standing in the name of the 
hon. Member for South Kerry on to- 
day’s Paper, 

Mr. WALTER LONG: I will have 
these Returns prepared and communi- 
cated to the hon. Member, but I do 
not consider them to be of. sufficient 


impo.tance to lay on the Table. 
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Appended are the Returns referred 
to: 


(1.) Mr. Boland. Model Schools (Ire- 
land). Return giving (1) the number of 
model schools in Ireland recognised on 
the 31st day of December, 1904; (2) the 
cost of each pupil in average attendance 
in each model sehool for the vear 1904 ; 
(3) the number of model schools in which 
there were no Catholic pupils on the rolls 
on the 31st d iV of December, 1904 ; (4) 
the number of pupil-teachers in office 
in the model schools on the 5lst day of 
December, 1904, according to religious 
denominations ; Returnalso to state how 
many of these pupil teachers had been 
appointed by competitive examination, 
and, if not by competitive examination, 
the reason to be stated in each case. 


Questions. 


(2.) Mr. Boland, National Schools 
(Ireland). Return giving (1) the names 
and other particulars of the eighty or 
100 national schools reported by the 
inspe-tors as unnecessary, which 
reference is made on page 48 of Mr. Dale’s 
Xepo:t ; (2) date of recognition by the 
Nationa! Board of each of these un 
necessary schools; (3) the total amount 
paid by the National Board for each of 
these unnecessary schools in the year 
1904; (4) the average cost per pupil in 
average daily attendance at these schools ; 
the Return also to show how many of 
these schools are under Catholic, Pro- 
testant. Episcopalian, Presbyterian, and 
Methodist management respectively, and 
the percentage of the religious denomina- 
tions of all the pupils on the rolls of the 
national schools on the 3st day of 
December, 1904. 


to 


Horse Disease at Waterford. 

GeneraAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): On behalf of the hon. 
Member for South Glamorganshire, I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant Ireland whether he is 
aware that there Is, or has recently been, 
an outbreak of South African 
disease both on the Kilkenny as well as 
the Waterford side of the city of Water- 
ford; if so, can he state how it was 
introduced, and what steps are being 
taken to stamp the disease out; will 
the Government consider the advisability 
of not holding horse shows in that 
and have the Agricultural 


or 


horse 








1135 Questions. 


Department in Dublin circulated any 
leaflets or otherwise to farming societies 
so that tenant farmers may be made 
aware of the nature of the disease. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The last case 
of disease occurred on the Kilkenny side 
of Waterford in May. The disease 
appears to have been introduced through 
the medium of Army horses. The steps 
taken to eradicate the disease include 
the destruction of affected horses, and 
occasionally of horses in contact; the 
isolation and supervision of horses 
exposed to infection, and the cleansing 


the localities concerned, but an Order 


{COMMONS} 





containing precautionary regulations in | 


the matter has been made. 


Information | 


respecting the disease has been circulated | 


to veterinary surgeons. I am con- 
sidering the desirability of adopting my 


hon, friend’s suggestion at the end of the | 


Question. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): Has not 
the central authority received active 
co-operation from the local authorities in 
stamping out this disease ? Is it not the 
case that of the compensation paid for 
animals slaughtered half is paid by the 
local authority and half by the Imperial 
authority? May I ask whether, under 
the exceptional circumstances. seeing 
that the disease was introduced by the 
artillery stationed at Waterford, the right 
hon. Gentleman will not see that the 
whole cost of the animals slaughtered is 
paid out of Imperial funds ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: T believe the 
Answer to the first part of the Question 
is inthe affirmative. With regard to the 
second, it is part of the policy now under 
consideration. Itis the invariable prac- 
tice in these cases to charge the 
compensation partly against local and 
partly against other funds, and it would 
require strong reasons to justify a 
departure from it. I quite admit thatin 
this case there are special circumstances, 
but the whole matter is now under 
consideration. 
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Police Protection to Mr. Owens at 
Kilbride. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): On behalf of 
the hon. Member for the Tullamore 
Division (King’s County), I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether a man named Owens, 
holding an evicted farm on the Bomford 
state, Kilbride, near Tullamore, has 
purchased this farm through the Estates 
Commissioners; will he explain why, 
when the special police protection 
adjacent to his house was discontinued, 
six extra policemen were stationed in the 
town of Tullamore itself for the purpose 


Questions. 


Cee dag ‘of patrol duty; whether a charge for 
and disinfection of infected places. It) : 
is not at present considered necessary to | pie 

th : | 20, 
prohibit the holding of horse shows in| 


extra police duty will be levied; and, if 
whether it will be leviel on the 
ratepayers of the district or the county. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The reply to 
the first and concluding inquiries is in 
the negative. The protection afforded to 
Mr. Owens is considered necessary, and 
will be continued so long as the necessity 
exists. 


| Sale of Ether and Laudanum in Ireland. 





Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the abuses 
arising from the unrestricted sale of ether 
in the county of Derry and to the in- 
adequacy of the restrictions on the sale of 
laudanum in Ireland generally ; whether 
he is aware that the wantof more stringent 
regulations in regard to the sale of these 
drugs has been responsible recently for 
a murder in Derry county, and the cause 
of a suicide in the city of Belfast; and 
whether, in view of the facts, he will 
take steps to mitigate the possibility of 
further abuses in connection with the 
sale of these drugs. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Both ether 
and laudanum are scheduled as poisons 
under the Act of 1870. There is some 
reason to believe that ether is improperly 
sold in certain districts, and the police 
will endeavour to bring offenders to 
justice, but I have no information that 
the provisions of the law as regards 


laudanum are evaded. The case in 


Derry is pending for trial, and I abstain 
from making any statement in respect to 
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it; and in the Belfast case, the coroner’s 
jury found that death was due to an 
accidental overdose of chloroform. 


Questions. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
ether is sold in half pint bottles at a 
lower price than whisky ? 

Mr. WALTER LONG: Iam not. 

Siz WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne): Does ether do more harm 
than whisky ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: TIT have no 
information beyon{ that which the hon. 
Baronet is likely to possess. 


Congestion in County Galway. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
state what steps, if any, have been taken 
by the Congested Districts Board to 
relieve the state of congestion in the 
parish of Derry Brien, county Galway; 
and whether any of the lands purchased 
by the Board in the neighbourhood of 
Loughrea will be used for that purpose. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Board will 
make inquiry as to the land which may 
be available for the enlargement of hold- 
ings In this district. 


Kinvara Harbour. 

Mr. DUFFY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he is aware that the County 
Council of Galway passed a resolution 
quite recently urging upon the Govern- 
ment the necessity of carrying out certain 
improvements in the state of Kinvara 
Harbour; and, having regard to the 
many representations made to the 
Government by the county council, the 
District Council of Gort, and all the 
public boaies in the county, in favour of 
having these improvements carried out, 
he will state when it is proposed to com- 
mence the works. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: An agreement 


between the county council and the 
Congested Districts Board as to the 
future maintenance of these works was 
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only executed a few days ago. The 
necessary proceedings under the Marine 
Works Act are now being taken, and in 
the meantime the Board of Works are 
taking preliminary measures to arrange 
for the commencement of the works, 


Questions. 


Lord De Freyne’s Ballyfinton Estate. 

Mr. DUFFY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Ballyfinton section of Lord De Freyne’s 
property, situated near Loughrea, were 
prevented from completing the purchase 
of their land some time ago by the 
action of the Congested Districts Board 
in buying the property without consulting 
them; whether he is aware that they 
are now threatened with law proceedings 
unless the arrears are paid up, despite 
the fact that all the arrears then due 
were to have been extinguished according 
to the negotiations carried on between 
the tenants and Lord De Freyne; and 
whether he will recommend the Congested 
Districts Board to allow the tenants an 
equivalent reduction to that which they 
would be entitled to if the property 
had not been purchased by the Board. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Board 
have purchased the county Galway 
portion of this estate, and it is necessary 
that they should collect the rents in 
order to meet their engagements with the 
vendor. They will, however, lose no 
time in selling the holdings as soon as 
the estate has been legally vested in them. 
The terms of sale to the tenants will 
be considered in due course, 


Crime in Galway. 

Mr. DUFFY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether his attention has been called 
to the address recently delivered by the 
County Court Judge of Galway, wherein 
His Honour commented on the compara- 
tively crimeless state of the county, 


pointing out that the table of criminal 


statistics were below the average of many 
vears back ; and whether, in view of this 
declaration, he intends to have recourse 
to the Criminal Law and Procedure (Ire- 
Jand) Act to try a number of peasants at 
the forthcoming assizes by special juries. 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: There are seven 
divisions for criminal business in county 
Galway, of which the Galway division is 
one. 
the County Court Judge’s remarks when 
opening the Criminal Sessions for the 
Galway Division on June 26th. After 
commenting on the fact that the number 
of cases for trial—eleven—was greater 
than usual, heis stated to have said that 
all these cases were of the ordinary kind, 
and so far as he could see they showed that 
the state of society in the county was 
in its normal condition for such a large 
area. It is obvious that the Judge’s re- 
marks had reference to the Galway 
Division only, and not to those other 
divisions in which there has been most 
disturbance. As to the last inquiry. I 
have nothing to add to the reply which I 
gave to the hon. Member for Galway, 
East, yesterday.T 


Ballinloughane Fishermen. 
Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: I beg 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Treland whether he is 


aware that the fishermen of Ballin- 
loughane, Galway, who have been 


prevented from fishing by officers of the 
Galway Fishery, have hitherto been 
allowed to fish in waters now forbidden 
to them; whether such waters are outside 
the powers of the Galway Fishery; 
and whether, seeing that the action of 
the Ballinloughane fishermen in fishing 
where they did had the approval of 
Commandant Holmes, of the Naval 
Reserve Battery at Renmore, who 
examined their nets end found them in 
compliance with the regulations, he will 
issue instructicns to have restored to the 
fishermen of Ballinloughane the rights of 
which they have been deprived. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I stated the 
facts, as known to the Department, in 
reply to the Hon. Member’s Question of 
May 22nd.t The Department have no 
knowledge whether the fact is as stated 
'n the concluding paragraph. I am 
informed that the conservators will, at 
their meeting on Saturday next, consider 
tle question of prosecuting the fishermen 


+ See page 989, 
+ See (4) Debates exlvi, 980 
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I have seen a newspaper report of | 
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‘referred to for breaches of the fishery 
laws. 


Mr. CHARLES DEVLIN: In view of 
the severe distress among these people, 
1s it the intention of the Government to 
get their rights restored to them so that 
they can earn their living ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Tam afraid | 


cannot answer that without notice, 


Sale of Imported Tobacco as Irish Roll 

Mr. FLYNN: On behalf of the hon, 
Member for the Tullamore Division 
of King’s County, I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the complaints 
made by prominent Irish tobacco manu- 
facturers that a tobacco trust is largely 
importing into Treland a tobacco falsely 
described and sold as Irish roll: and 
whether, seeing that the Irish tobacco 
industry, which directly end indirectly 
employs thousands of people, has already 
suffered injury by this competition, he 
would be prepared to advise His Majest v's 
Government to facilitate the passing of 
a short Bill prohibiting the sale in 
Ireland of tobacco described as Irish 
when it has not been manufactured in 
Treland. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: No complaint 
to the effect mentioned has been received 
by the Department, but if evidence is 
put before them that the provisions of 
the Merchandise Marks Act are con- 
travened, they will bring it to the notice 
of the proper authorities. 

Mr. FLYNN: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman inquire inte the matter ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: If any facts 
are sent to the Department they will be 
inquired into. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that quantities 


of roll tobacco, manufactured in England 
and Scotland, have been sold to the pub- 
lic as Irish roll tobacco, with the result 
that a branch of Irish trade is threatened ; 
whether any prosecutions have taken 


| place in consequence; and what steps 
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he proposes to take to prevent the per- | 


petuation of this fravd upon the public 
in future. 


Tae PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Black- 


friars): The Board of Trade have no 
recent information on the subject, but 
they are prepared to consider with a 
view to prosecution any specific case of 
infringement of the Merchandise Marks 
Act, 1887, which is submitted under the 
regulations which govern prosecutions. 
It is, of course, open to the Irish manu- 
facturers to take proceedings themselves 
if they are so advised. 


Consular Reports--Irish Trade Statistics. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Board of ‘'rade whether 
he is aware that in some of the Consular 
Reports, as, for example, Boston and 
Philadelphia, the trade statistics for 
Ireland are set out separately, but that 
n the majority of the Reports Ireland is 
treated as part of the United Kingdom 
or is merged in the designation of 
ingland; and whether, with a view to 
securing the necessarv information for 
Irish trade, instructions will be given to 
all the Consuls to set ovt in all future 
Reports separate statistics showing the 
trade between [Ireland and the countries 
or special districts for which they are 
Consuls, 


Mr. BONAR LAW: The facts are as 
stated in the Question. Consuls are de- 
pendent in preparing their Reports on 
the statistics accessible in their various 
districts. In most Consular districts it is 
not possible te obtain statistics of trade 
with the various parts of the United 
Kingdom separately, so that a general 
instruction of the nature suggested would 
no: serve a useful purpose. The hon. 
Member will, however, find some details 
that may interest him of the imports into 
the United States as a whole trom Irish 
ports in the December number of the 
Monthly Summary of Commerce cf the 
United Scates, which he can consult at 
the Board of Trade. I understand that 
the Foreign Office have no objection to 
including any available figures on this 
subject in future Reports of the British 
VOL, CXLVII, [Fourra Sertes.] } 
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Commercial Agent on the trade of the 
United States. 


North of Ireland Mails. 

Mr. McFADDEN (Donegal, E.): I beg 
to ask the Pos‘master-General whether 
he is aware tha> the Corporation of 
Londonderry, the Chamber of Commerce 
of Londonderry, the Urban District 
Councils of Strabane, Omagh, Dungannon, 
Portadown, Lurgan, and Lisburn, and 
the county councils of the counties in 
which thes > towns are situate, have passed 
resolutions in favour ofa subsidiary mail 
to English towns by the 5.15 p.m. train 
from Londonderry via Greenore, on the 
ground of the importance to these in- 
dustrial centres and the merchants there 
in dealing with their English cor- 
respondence ; and on what grounds is the 
refusal to grant a mail service from these 
places by the 5.15 p.m. Greenore train 


based. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have received a 
number of memorials from local authori- 
ties in the North of Ireland in favour of 
the establishment of a mail to England 
by the Greenore route. As the hon. 
Member is aware, a considerable im- 
provement in the service to Kngland 
by the Larne and Stranraer route has 
just been carried out, and I am 
endeavouring to extend the beneiits of 
this service as far as possible to towns on 
the Great Northern Railway between 
Londonderry and Belfast. I am also 
considering the question of giving these 
places a despatch to English towns by 
the Fleetwood route. Both the Larne 
and the Fleetwood routes afford a better 
connection with English towns generally 
than would be given by a service wia 
Greenore; and when the arrangements 
referred to have been carried out, it will 
probably be found that very little, if any, 
advantage would be gained by the 
establishment of a despatch via Greenore. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.)’: What would 
be the cost of the supplementary mail va 
Greenore ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I cannot say. 


Mr. SLOAN: Will the noble Lord 
inquire ? 

Lorp STANLEY : Certainly 

2Q 
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Derry Telephone Service. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General whether, in view of the 
fact that the National Telephone Com- 
pany have expressed their willingness to 
connect their subscribers at Derry with 
the trunk line, if the necessary permission 
is given, and seeing that the trunk line 
between Belfast and Derry is now com- 
pleted, he will consider the advisability 
of meeting the public convenience by 
permitting the connection to be made 
forthwith. 


Lorp STANLEY: I do not think that 
the working of the trunk line in connec- 
tion with the single-wire system of the 
National Telephone Company in London- 
derry would afford a satisfactory service, 
and it would not, therefore, be desirable 
to place the line at the disposal of the 
company’s subscribers until metallic 
circuits have been provided. This work 
will, I am informed by the comnany, 
proceed without delay. In the meantime 
communication with the trunk system 
can be obtained at the call office which 
has been opened at the Post Office. 


Mr. SLOAN: And will the subscribers 
of the National Telephone Company 
have the use of it ? 

Lorp STANLEY: 


Certainly. 


Sunday Observance. 


{COMMONS} 





Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): | 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the | 
Treasury whether he intends to take | 
any, and, if so, what, steps to give effect | 
to the recommendations of the Sabbath | 
Observance Committee of the General | 
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in | 
Treland. | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Ido not propose | 
to offer any leg’slation on this subject | 
this year. 


Mr. MACVEAGH asked _ whether 
the right hon. Gentleman would not 
give effect to the representations of 
the Sabbath Observance Committee that 
the Prime Minister should be asked to 
cease Sunday golfing, which was creating 
a public scandal. 


[No Answer was returned.] 


any particular case. 
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMP- 
TION FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 

THE PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tHe TREASURY (Mr. A. J 
Batrour, Manchester, E.) rose to move 
—'‘That the proceedings on the Motion 
relating to Aliens Bill (Procedure), if 
under discussion at Twelve o’clock this 
evening, be not interrupted under the 
Standing Order (Sittings of the House), 
and may be resumed at any hour though 
opposed.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said before the Resolution was moved he 
desired to ask whether the words “ and 
may be resumed at any hour though 
opposed ” did not take the Motion out 
of the category of Motions which came 
under Standing Order I., and could he 
decided without Amendment or debate. 
He submitted that the addition of these 
words left the Motion open to Amend- 
ment and debate. A similar question was 
raised in regard to the same words in 


March, 1903. On that occasion Mr. 
Speaker Gully intormed him that in his 
opinion these words would take the 


matter out of the Standing Order, the 
discussion on the Motion was allowed to 
continue, and three speakers took part in 
it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the matter had 
come before me as res integra, I should 
nave had no hesitation in ruling that the 
Motion of the Prime Minister could have 
been taken under Standing Order L, 
because the words are— 

“A Motion made by a Minister of the 
Crown shall be decided without Aimendment or 
debate to the following effect :—‘ That the 
proceedings on any specified business if under 
discussion at Twelve o'clock this nig vht be not 
interrupted under the Standing Order (Sittings 


| of the House).’ ” 


That is 
words which 


obviously a form of 

cannot be used in 
The words “on 
| any specified business"? must admit of 
alteration; otherwise they would be 
nonsense. They cannot be moved in 
that form. Therefore, if this matter had 
been brought before the House for the 
first time to-day, I should have had no 
hesitation in ruling that this Motion 
would have come within Standing 
Order I. 
called by 


9 


the 


hon. 





But my attention has been | 
Member to | 
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what occurred in March, 1903, and the | imagine every Leader of this House will 
desire to conform, it is any part of the rules 
that he obtained the ruling of the Speaker | 


hon. Member has informed the House 


on the matter. That being so, I am 
bound by what has occurred, and, in 
that case, if the Motion is made in the 
form in which it now stands 
Paper, a debate will be allowed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then, Mr. 
Speaker, I ask you to put the Resolution 


on the | 


without the words to which my hon. | 


of the House, and whether my 
would not be perfectly valid 
had not given notice ? 


Motion 
even if I 


Me. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rush«liffe): It has become, not perhaps 
a Tule, but a custom of the House and 
ought not to be departed from. 





friend has taken objection. 
cries of ‘ No.” ] 


Mr. 


the right hon. 


JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) | 
asked whether it would he in order for 
Gentleman 


[ OpPosITION | 


would 


to move a 


Motion on this subject of which he had 


not given notice. 


Mr. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Prime Minister 
‘is entitled to move his Motion down to 
and including the word “‘ House.” 
not be entitled to 
Motion in any way. 
no exception can be taken. 


He 
extend the 
Ifhe diminishes it, 


A. J. BALFOUR then moved the 


Motion as amended. 


*Vr. SPEAKER: The right hon, Gentle- 


man has given notice. 


Me. JOHN REDMOND pointed out 
Gentleman now 
posed to move a Motion in terms different 


that the right hon. 


from those on the Paper. 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
the proceedings on the Motion relating 


5 a Aliens 


pro- 


Bill 
discussion at Twelve o’clock 
be not interrupted under 


under 
this evening, 
the Standing 


(E xaoadie), if 


A. J. Balfour.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I ask you, 


Sir, whether, although it is usual to give 
courtesy 


notice with that 


\llsopp, Hn. George 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, RtHnHugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
\tkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
Bazot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
dailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
3alfour, Rt Hn A.J. (Manch’r) 
dalfour, Capt. C. B (Hornsey 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W( Leeds) 
sanbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
jartley, Sir George C. 'T 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bill, Charles 
Bingham, Lord 


to which I) 15! 


AYES. 


Order (Sittings of the House),”—(Mr. 
a House divided :—Ayes, 233; Noes 
(Division List No. 241. ) 
Egerton, Hn. A. de Tatton 


Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Chas. William 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.JA(Wore. 
Chapman, Edward 

Clive, Captain Percy A. 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Crossley, Rt. Hn. Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


3oulnois, Edmund Dickson, Charles Scott 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn | Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


srodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 


Brown, Sir[Alex. H. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Campbell, Rt. Hn. JA(Glasgow 
Campbell, JHM(Dublin Univ. 


| Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
| Dorington, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
| Doughty, Sir George 


| Doxford, § 


Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Sir William Theodore 
) Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 


2Q 2 


Fardell, Sir T George 
Fellowes, Rt Hn Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Rt Hn Sir J (Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B.(Inv’rn’ssBghs 
Firbank, Sir Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, HenryWilliam 
te William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gartit, William 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, SirEW(BurySEdmunds 
| Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs) 
| Grenfell, ‘William Henry 
| Guthrie, Walter Murray 
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Hain, Edwaod 

Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hn. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath, Sir Jas (Staffords.N.W. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, SirA. (Stafford, W. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 








Hoare, Sir Samuel 

Hope, J F (Sheftield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, Hn. H.L.W.( Mile End 
Lee, Arthur H (Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead 
Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick NS 
Llewelyn, Evan Henry 

Lone, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, RtHnWalter (Bristol, 8. 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J (Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 





Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Saker, Joseph Allen 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Benn, John Williams 

Black, Alexander William 
3oland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hn. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burke, E. Haviland 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar) 
Caldwell, James 


{COMMONS} 


M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Maxwell,Rt Hn Sir H E(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 


Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 


Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 

O'Neill, Hn. Robert Torrens 

Parker, Sir Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Colonel Richard 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) | 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, S. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt Hn Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) | 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
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Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
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Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 
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Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 


| Dobbie, Joseph 
| Donelan, Captain A. 
| Doogan, P C. 


Duffy, William J. 
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ALIENS BILL (PROCEDURE). 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
LORD or tae TREASURY (Mr. A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, E.): The justifi- 
cation of the Motion I am about to 
submit to the judgment of the House 
lies partly in the general condition of 
business during the session [Orposirlon 
Che-rs}] partly on the character of the 
Bill, and partly on the progress which 
the Bill has made. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, judging by their cheers, seem 
very much interested in the question 
of the business of the session, and they 
are quite right. It is of the greatest 
importance in forming an estimate of 
such procedure as that which I now 
advise the House to adopt, and_ it 
gives food for thought for those who, 
like myself and many others on both 
sides of the House, are preoccupied 
about the conditions that are inevitably 
incident, as I think, to the changes, 
which are coming over an Assembly 
as large as ours which insists upon, and 
has a traditional right to insist upon, 
not merely criticising the action of the 
Administration, but dealing in detail 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES—\Nir. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
Causton. 


with every Bill, or the great majority 
of Bills which are brought before it. 
The House this session has sat on seventy- 
three days on which Government business 
has been the first order. Of course, 
on a great many of those days the 
Government has not had control of the 
whole day, because we have scrupulously 
respected the rights of private Members 
before Easter and before Whitsuntide, 
giving to private Members the evening 
sitting on two nights of the week in 
the earlier portion, and one night of 
the week in the second portion. Whether 
that be too much or too little I will 
not argue; I only mention the fact 


to show that the mere circumstance 
of Government business standing as 


the first order does not carry with it 
the conclusion that the Government 
has control over the whole time of the 
day, and therefore the facts I am about 
to submit to the House gain greater 


significance. 
Let me tell the House how the 


seventy-three days on which Govern- 
ment business has been the first order 
have been used by the House. Roughly 
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adopting a division of our labours, 
which, I think, is the rational division, 
into business which is necessary for 
carrying on the business of the country 
which, although legislative in form, 
is to be carefully distinguished from 
legislation in the ordinary and accepted 
sense of the word, and legislation as 
it appears for example, in the list of | 
Bills mentioned in the King’s ipnech— | 
asking the House to keep that broad | 
distinction in view, I will remind them | 


that twelve days were occupied by the | 


Address, twenty-seven have been oc- 
cupied by Supply [‘‘Oh”]—my hon. | 


friend surely remembers the Supply 


taken before Easter dealing with | 
Supplementary Estimates, which do | 
not count among the 


Consolidated Fund Bill took two days, 
the Motion for the holidays two days, | 


and two days were occupied in votes of 


censure. That is forty-eight days under 


heads which may be roughly described | 
as Supply, and as aiding hon. Gentlemen | 
for criticism. | 
The annual business, which includes the | 


in finding opportunities 


Budget, the Finance Bill, and the Indian | 
Budget, occupied thirteen days, the | 
election of Speaker one day, and legisla- | 
tion proper eleven days. If hon. Gentle- 
men will add those figures together 
they will find they make up seventy-three 
days. So that we have had eleven days 
for legislation as against twenty-seven | 
for Supply and twelve for the Address. 


Leaving out of account Motions for | 


adjournment, votes of censure amount 
to about one-fifth of the time allotted to 
legislation. [“ How ? ”’]—well, two days 
is about a filth of eleven, while the 
amount of time given to Supply is much 
more than twice the number of days 
we have had for legislation, and the t me 
given to the King’s Speech exceeds it 
by a day. That takes place under the 
tules of the House, and I am perfectly 
ready to admit that criticism of the 
Government, of the Administration of 
the day, is one of the first duties of the 
House, it certainly is the first duty of 
the Opposition. But I think it will be 


admitted, if we compare the opportunities 
for that criticism which have been given 
in the present session with the amount 
allotted to the Government for purposes 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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allotted days. | 
There were two day s occupied in bringing | | 
Supply to an end before Easter, the | 
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of legislation, that this proportion seems 
almost excessive. 

So much for the past; now let me turn 
to the future and remind the House how 
we stand in regard to the available time 
before the session comes to its ordinary 
and natural course between the 10th and 
‘the 14th or 15th of August. 





| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 
| Why not say the 12th, “ Grouse ” day ? 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know 
| whether the hon. Member for Donegal is 
— of understanding my argument. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : 


jable of understanding you. 


I am cap- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is not 
what the hon. Member is asked to under- 
(stand. At the present moment he is 
| asked to understand my argument. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: 
tion without a difference. 


A distinc- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
| Member will listen to me with the ordinary 
| courtesy which the vast majority of hon. 
Members opposite are quite ready to 
| extend to me, I am quite sure it will 
| conduce to the convenience of the House 
ion both sides. Taking the ordinary 
‘day on which we have terminated the 
| session for many years, and I hope it is 
| desirable to terminate it at such a day— 
up to Friday, August llth, of this year 
there are twenty-seven working days from 
the present moment; in this period 
eight days have to be given to Supply 
under the Standing Orders, exclusive 
of three days which may or may not be 
given, and two days must be given for 
the Appropriation Bill, which leaves 
seventeen days only for finishing the 
legislative work which we have got in 
hand, or as much of it as it is possible 
to do within a reasonable time. There 
may be many degrees of hope with regard 
to the Bills which are on the Paper, and 
which we desire to see passed, but what 
we absolutely must do is to conclude the 
Bill which is the subject-matter of the 
present Motion, the discussion upon 
redistribution, and the Scottish Ecclesi- 
astical Bill. I think there are other Bills 











th 
Bi 


mi 
on 
in 
of 
co 
de 
do 


pe 














1153 Aliens Bill 


that ought to be passed ; there are other 
Bills that I hope may be passed; but 
I think it will be admitted that if the 
measure of progress which we have had 
on the Aliens Bill is to be that adopted 
in regard to other measures, our prospects 
of dealing with these further Bills be- 
comes shadowy indeed. It would be a 
deplorable thing, I think, if nothing were 
done in regard to some of those mea- 
sures, and yet if the House is going 
to insist upon its right of dis- 
cussing the Aliens Bill and other Bills 
at the length at which they have dis- 
cussed the Aliens Bill already, is it 
possible that we should make serious 
progress with these other measures before 
the date at which I think the session 
ought to terminate ? 


There are Gentlemen I know—I think 
the hon. Member for South Donegal is 
one of them—who hold the view that 
if there is a difficulty in passing Bills 
before the end of the second week in 
August, the remedy is to sit till the 
third or fourth week. I would re- 
mind hon. Members, in the first place, 
that that is not the view of the Leader of 
the Opposition, who urged me to make 
as much speed as I could with the Resolu- 
tions dealing with redistribution, because 
as he truly said, the period at which this 
House was thoroughly effective as a 
consultative and legislative body was 
running out. I entirely agree with the 
view that to ask the House to do very im- 
portant business very late in August is 
really to misuse this Assembly, and to 
turn it to purposes which it is incap- 
able of fulfilling. Under these circum- 
stances, it is not merely love of grouse- 
shooting, love of idleness, or love of 
anything else which is either innocent or 
pernicious, but simply on the broad 
ground that this House, which already 
works, I believe, longer hours and more 
days than any legislative Assembly in 
the world, cannot be made an effective 
machine for executing the purposes 
for which it exists if we insist upon 
straining it, year after year, to a point 
which it is beyond its strength to bear. 

If [ have carried the House so far with 
me, surely I may ask them to go with me 
one step further. The Bill which I am 
asking them to put a time limit to is a Bill 
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Bill. [“Oh!”] I do not think it can be 
controversial in its essence, because, if my 
memory serves me aright, there was no 
division against the Second Reading 
proper [“‘ Yes]; the division on the 
Amendment, which I am quite willing 
to regard as a division on the Second 
Reading, showed that those who were 
prepared to wreck the Bill on Second 
Reading were but a small fraction of 
the House. I think the minority was 
between fifty and sixty, and the majority 
exceeded it very largely. If, then, we 
must make speed with our work, can 
there be a more proper subject for it 
than a Bill which, in its broad outlines, 
has this uncontroversial aspect ? Other- 
wise, if we are to have the same progress 
in the future, all that remains of the 


(Procedure). 


| seventeen days—which cannot be wholly 


which is not, in its essence, a controversial , 





given to such business, as there are Biils 
which must be passed, such as the Naval 
Works Bill, and Lords Amendments, 
and other matters which I have not 
enumerated—would be occupied by this 
Bill alone. 


I do not accuse hon. Gentlemen 
of obstruction ; it would be quite un- 
necessary for my argument; I do not 
suppose that their speeches have been 
out of order, or they would have been 
called to order by the Chairman, and I do 
not at all accuse them of having desired 
to waste the time of the Committee. If, 
in this critical and pressing matter of the 
business of the House, we had only to 
deal with malefactors, with men who 
deliberately set themselves to wreck 
the House of Commons as a legislative 
machine, the question would probably 
be much easier than it is; but the 
problem we have got to face now and 
hereafter for many years to come is, not 
the malefactor, but the Gentleman who, 
in making a speech, not only has the 
satisfaction of expressing his own senti- 
ments at considerable length, but the 


additional joy of embarrassing the 
Government. That is a perfectly imno- 


cent frame of mind, a frame of mind in 
which I have been myself, in which I may 
perhaps find myself again, and of which I 
do not make any complaint in itself. But 
T would point out to the House that, unless 
we can allocate the business of an ordinary 
session, so that the Government of the 
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day can get, not an excessive nor an ex- 
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travagant amount, but a_ reasonable 
amount of legislation—until we can do 
that we shall not have got the rules of 
this House into a satisfactory condition. 
I believe that if a stranger acquainted 
with the details of the Aliens Bill and 
the questions which it raises had been 
brought into the. gallery for odd quarters 
of an hour during our debates, and not 
told what exactly was the subject of 
discussion, he could not from the 
speeches have divined what was the 
Amendment before the Committee, and, 
indeed, whether it was an Amendment at 
all and not the Second Reading ot the 
Bill. 


[An HON. MEMBER on the Oppost- 
TION Benches: How do you know? 
You were not here. 


Mr. A. J, BALFOUR: Supposing I 
had been here only for the odd quarters 
of an hour of which I speak, I should 
be only the better judge of the stranger’s 
state of mind and of the proposal I have 
submitted. What I have said does not 
in the least imply that the hon. Members 





who were thus giving vent to their 
opinions were out ot order. Each | 
Amendment to the Bill has some | 


relevancy to the Bill as a whole ; and it 
is extremely difficult, if not impossible, 
for any Chairman of Committees to | 
draw a precise line and say which re- 
marks are relevant to the Amendment 
alone and which are relevant to the 
other parts of the Bill with which the 
particular Amendment is necessarily 
connected. I myself hold the view that 
such Resolutions as that which I am now 
proposing, and which have been proposed 
by me on previous occasions and by my 
predecessors, are an inevitable part of 
the present machinery of Parliament, 


and that their adoption will be found 
necessary by my successors as they 
were found necessary by my _pre- 


decessors. These Resolutions are only 
tolerable when regarded as a transition 
stage to something better, and it will be 
the duty of those who in the future are 
responsible for the business of this 
House to see whether that development 
cannot be made on reasonable and 


‘COMMONS} 


| indeed, 





rational lines. 
Mr. A. J. Ba'four. 
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It is absurd to say that the 
House of Commons ought to deal 


with legislation and the other matters 
which are brought before it in a non- 
Party spirit. After all, we are organised 
into Parties. Party feeling is the very 
breath of our nostrils, and though it may 
be and has, I am glad to think, been put 
aside on occasions—often with regard 
to foreign affairs and administrative 
affairs, and sometimes even in regard to 
legislation—you clearly cannot trust to 
matters in this House being always 
dealt with in a non-Party spirit. If the 
Opposition of the day see their way to 
getting an advantage by a little more 
eloquence, that little more eloquence 
will certainly be forthcoming. If that 
has been found the invariable rule in 
the past, it will be found the invariable 
rule in the future also, and what has to 


'be devised is not something that will 
|treat us as angels, because we are not 


angels, or as people who will never take 
a Party advantage to embarrass the 
Government of the day, because we 
will take and always have taken a Party 
advantage to embarrass the Govern- 
ment of the day, but some plan by 
which the debating, the critical, and, 
the destructive powers of 
Members are diverted from things that 
are unimportant to things that are 


| essential. 


If some mechanism could be de- 
vised by which those parts of a Bill 
which do not touch its essence 
could be dealt with upstairs in a 
non-Party spirit, we should have gone 
a long way to solve the problem. But 
I am sorry to say that such information 
as has reached me about the working 
of Grand Committees upstairs shows 
that the Party spnit has penetrated even 
into those regions. I am not passing any 
criticism upon either side of the House. 
I am dealing only with the bare facts of 
the situation. Party spirit has penetrated 
even to the Grand Committees, and the 
evils under which we have long suffered in 
this House, and which, as I have said, 
are inseparable from the debates of 


this House, have reached regions to | 
which the authors of the Grand Com- | 


mittees fondly hoped they would never 
penetrate. Whether that can be put 
right or not I do not know. But I am 
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‘quite certain, and I speak with earnest 
conviction upon a subject to which I 
Ihave given a great deal of thought, that 
‘the problem of the future, so far as this 


House is concerned, will be to reconcile 
these apparently irreconcilable facts— 
that the session should not last an 
abnormal period, that sufficient time 
should be given to the criticism of the 
Government, and that reasonable time 
should be given, not merely to pass 
an uncontroversial Budget, like the 
Budget of this session, and the legis- 
lation required to carry on the ad- 
ministrative business of the country, 
but to deal with those legislative ques- 
tions which the country desires to see 
submitted to Parliament. 


How that end is to be attained by 
a method less clumsy and, as I think, 
less pernicious to free discussion than 
the expedient which I ask, I regret to 
say not for the first time, the House to 
adopt I do not pretend to know. But 
in this proposition I beg the House toagree 
with me, because Iam sure it isa reason- 
able one. I ask them to agree that, 
so far as this session is concerned, we 
neither have asked the House to adopt 
an unreasonable amount of contro- 
versial legislation nor have had an 
excessive amount of time in which to 
pass it. The eleven days we have had so 
far and the seventeen days, with many 
deductions, which still remain to us 
must be admitted to be an insufficient 
quantity of time even to deal with the 
moderate programme of business which 
we have laid before the House. These 
are the particular reasons for which I 
ask the House to accept this Resolution. 
If | have for a brief time wandered into 
general propositions, I think the House 
will forgive me; because, whether 
they agree or not with the particular 
Motion which I am proposing, they will 
admit that this question goes far beyond 
Party in these two respects: first, that 
it deals with the House of Commons 
as a whole, and, secondly, that it deals 
with both Parties alike, since each Party 
will in its turn have to occupy the 
positions of critics and legislators; and 
the more the House can address itself 


in a non-Party spirit to the solution of 
‘the most difficult problem which I have 
Paid before it, the better it will be for an 
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ultimate solution upon lines that will 
allow the fullest and freest discussion of 
any new projects of legislation which 
the Government of the day may lay 
before it. I beg to move. 


(Procedure). 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the proceedings in Committee 
and on Report of the Aliens Bill, includ- 
ing proceedings on the financial Resolu- 
tion relating thereto, shall, unless pre- 
viously disposed of, be brought to a 
conclusion at the times and in the manner 
hereinafter mentioned :— 

(a) The proceedings in Committee 
on the remaining part of Clause 
1, and Clauses 2 and 3, and on 
the Committee stage of the 
financial Resolution, shall be 
brought to a conclusion on 
Monday the 10th of July; 

(6) The proceedings on the Report 
stage of the financial Resolution, 
and in Committee on Clauses 
4, 5, 6, and 7, shall be brought 
to a conclusion at the termina- 
tion of the Afternoon Sitting 
on Tuesday the llth of July; 

(c) The proceedings in Committee 
on the remaining Clauses of 
the Bill, on any new Clauses or 
Schedules, and any other pro- 
ceedings necessary to bring the 
Committee stage to a conclusion, 
shall be brought to a conclusion 
at the termination of the Even- 
ing Sitting on Tuesday the 11th 
of July; 


(d) The consideration of the Report 
of the Bill shall be appointed 
for Monday the 17th of July, 
and shall be brought to a con- 
clusion on that day ; 


(e) At 11 p.m. on Monday the 10th 
of July, and at 6.30 p.m. on 
Tuesday the llth of July, and 
at 12 midnight on Tuesday 
the 11th of July, and at 11 p.m. 
on Monday the 17th of July, 
the Chairman or Speaker shall 
forthwith put the Question or 
Questions on any Amendment 
or Motion already proposed 
from the Chair, and shall next 
proceed successively to put 
forthwith the}Question or any 
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Amendments moved by the 
Government of which notice 
has been given (but no other 
Amendments), and on every 
(Juestion necessary to dispose 
of the business allotted to the 
day or sitting. 

(f) In the case of Government 
Amendments, or of Govern- 
ment new Clauses or Schedules, 
he shall put only the Question 
that the Amendment be made 
or that the Clause or Schedule 
be added to the Bill, as the case 
may be. 
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The Third Reading of the Bill shall 
be put down for the Evening Sitting 
on Wednesday the 19th of July, and at 
12 midnight on that day the Speaker 
shall put forthwith any Question neces- 
sary to conclude the proceedings on 
that stage of the Bill. 


The proceedings to which this Order 
relates shall not be interrupted except 
at the Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 p.m. 
on the 11th and 17th of July, under the 
provisions of any Standing Order relating 
to the Sittings of the House. 


Aiter the passing of this Order, on any 
day or at any Sitting to which Business 
is allotted under this Order, no dilatory 
Motion on the Bill or Resolution, and no 
Motion to postpone a Clause of the Bill, 
shall be received unless moved by a 
Minister in charge of the Bill, and the 
Question on any such Motion shall be 
put forthwith. 


No Motion under Standing Order 10 
shall be received on the 10th, 11th, 17th, 
or 19th July, and no opposed Private 
Business shall be set down at the Evening 
Sitting for consideration on those days. 

If Progress be reported, the Chairman 
shall put this Order in force in any 
subsequent sitting of the Committee.”— 


(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Whatever may be 


the view which we take of the Motion 
which the right hon. Gentleman has just 
made to the House, there is one thing 
upon which we are all sure to agree, 
and that is in recognising the excellent 
tone and spirit in which he has intzo- 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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duced it. The Leader of the House 


was amiable; he was plausible; he 
was convincing, no doubt, to those 
who are already convinced, and _ he 
was not irritating to those who 
are difficult to be convinced. Further 
than that, towards the end of his speech 
he lifted the subject to a higher plane 
than that to which we are accustomed on 
these occasions, because he opened up 
what is undoubtedly a great and difficult 
constitutional question—namely, _ the 
question of how the business which the 
House of Commons undertakes to do can 
be got through in the time at its disposal, 


I cannot help casting my mind back to 
an analogous occasion. Last year this 
summary process was applied by the 
Government to the Licensing Bill, and 
it was met by us in a determined and 
almost angry spirit. My right hon 
friend the Member for East Fife moved 
what we called a reasoned Motion it 


opposition. I rather think we debated 
it for more than one day. [An Hoy, 
MemBer: Three days.] Let us say 


for parts of three days; but that was 
because we had before us a Bill which we 
considered of a revolutionary character, 
and highly injurious to the best interests 
of the country, and which contained a 
large number of detailed provisions of 
the first importance which we thought 
ought to be fully discussed and considered 
by the House before any such Bill passed 
into law. On this occasion the procedure 
is to be applied to a third-class measure 
which, by dint of advertisement and 
other mancuvres, has managed to get 
itself elevated into the first position, ani 
has become, in fact, almost the sole 
contents of the legislative programm 
of the Government for the year. Hor 
do we look upon that measure? It 
contains one or two principles which 
we think dangerous and unsound in the 
highest degree; but we say also that 
it is absolutely unworkable—that, as it 
cannot do the good it professes to aim at, 
neither can it be made probably to de 
the mischief we believe it might do. We 
have the authority of the late Chancellor 
of the Exchequer and former Hom 
Secretary, the Member for Croydon, whi 


told us that he tried one scheme afte! 
jother 


another, and rejected them all as pet 
fectly unworkable. Now, that 
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our minds. It gets rid of a great deal 
of friction, and makes us willing, al- 
though we make our protest, not to carry 
that protest too far; because we know 
that, except by some unforeseen accident, 
the Bill will not come into actual opera- 
tion. That is the reason why this pro- 
posal applied, as I say, to this third-rate 
Bill does not excite anything like the 
same opposition or feeling of irritation 
as attended the previous case in which 
this process was adopted. 


But the right hon. Gentleman, in order 
tocommend his Motion to the House, very 
naturally cast his eyes back on the session, 
and forward to the remainder of the 
session. With regard to the past he 
read out some figures showing the days 
devoted to this and to that. Again I 
thank him for relief to my mind. I 
was under the impression that my 
friends and I had been great malefactors 
this session. I have received numberless 
rebukes of an anonymous character 
protesting against my action in wasting 
the valuable time of the House on idle 
votes of censure, and I remember the 
hon. Member for Essex, who always tries 
to be facetious, put a Question to the 
Prime Minister suggesting that Monday 
ineach week should be devoted to the 
usual vote of censure. The right hon. 
Gentleman did not give an unfavourable 
teply, though he did not adopt the 
suggestion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
anything. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
At all events, it appeared to the right 
hon. Gentleman not an unnatural 
suggestion to make. But there have 
been only two votes of censure in the 
course of the whole session. My memory 
is not very exact, but I can only call to 
mind two, so the right hon. Gentleman 
cannot blame us for occupying the time 
of the House. No, Sir, the truth is that 
the Government and their Party raised 
hot very long ago a great question in 
this country, which has excited and 
occupied the public mind almost to the 
exclusion of everything else, and that 


:| has killed and destroyed interest in most 
{ other things for the moment; and the 


overnment having lasted, as the 
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country thinks, quite long enough, and 
the country having shown, as they have 
shown in the unbroken series of elections, 
that they think that this regime had 
better be brought to an end, these 
circumstances have had a great effect on 
the driving force of the House of 
Commons. In such conditions I frankly 
say I do not recognise the right of right 
hon. Gentlemen to sit where they do; but 
whether we go that length or not, at all 
events they are by universal consent so 
weakened and deprived of their original 
vivacity and power that they are unable 
to carry great measures. Therefore we 
have this third-rate Bill, only asked for 
in one or two parishes in the country. 
[An Hoy. MemBer: How about Pop- 
lar ?] My hon, friend the Member for 
Poplar is quite able to answer for him- 
self; but, that being the state of things, 
it really accounts for the situation, 


But the right hon. Gentleman kept say- 
ing, ““We have only been allowed so 
many days for this or that.” Who 
allowed? He is the master of the 
House. He has the many legions 
and he has the disposal of the time for 
the business of the House; and if it is 
said that he, after all, is subject to the 
rules and practice of the House and that 
deprives him of the power to do what he 
would like, he is the author of the rules 
of the House, and therefore if there has 
been any lack of opportunity for getting 
on with business it is he who entirely 
recast, and, I think, mischievously recast, 
the rules of the House; and, therefore, I 
am afraid I must depart so far from the 


entirely amiable attitude I wish’ to 
assume and remind the right hon, 


Gentleman that he cannot get rid of a 
large share of the blame for the state of 
things which now exists. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I distinctly 
stated that I did not anticipate that the 
rules would deal with the particular 
difficulty before us. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No, but I do say they have a decided 
tendency to hinder the progress of Bills, 
and I pointed out when the rules were 
introduced that the granting of an 
extended dinner hour, with its consequent 
difficulty of reassembling, would not 





1163 Aliens Bill 


conduce to the progress of business. 
And I remember that I reminded the 
right hon. Gentleman in the old days, 
when we were accustomed to what were 
then called morning sittings and had an 
interruption of that sort, that the 
moment a Government — whatever 
Government it might be—got possession 
of the full time of the House we should 
hear no more of morning sittings, because 
they knew they were fatal to the rapid 
progress of business. So much for the 
past. I do not think the right hon. 
Gentleman is entitled to speak of having 
been allowed this or that, seeing that he 
is the great allower and disposer of the 
time for business. 

Then the right hon. Gentleman 
turns to look ahead. There is not 
a very large prospect of opportunity 
for new legislation; but even with all 
the terrors of August Ist before us and 
the necessity of having to pay due 
homage to that date, the right hon. 
Gentleman proposes, with so many Bills 


half digested, with so many arrears of | 


business, the House not long having 
entered upon the Committee stage of 
probably the one great measure of the 
year—the right hon. Gentleman calmly 
suggests that the House should be 
invited to enter on the question of 


{COMMONS} 





| 
} 


upon it. In the meantime, we have this 
|proposal. A good many of my hon, 


| 


Parliamentary reform as a nice little | 


pastime. 
hon. Gentleman over the past of the 


The, lamentations of the right | 


session and his statement of the dreadful | 
state in Which business now stands are a/| 
condemnation of his proposal to enter on | 
a totally new subject for which I am not | 
aware that any one except the hon, Mem- | 
ber for Wandsworth has asked, and, I) 


will add, a subject which, if dealt with, 
as I have nodoubt the right hon. Gentle- 
man would seek to deal with it, honestly 
and fairly, is not, I think, very likely to 
secure any great electoral advantage to 
the Party with which he is connected. 
That makes it the more extraordinary 


that the rignt hon. Gentleman, having | 


nothing to gain by it, should deliberately 
wish that the House should ent+r on this 


great question of Parliamentary reform; | 
| pointed in my observations, not In any 


because once you begin to alter boundaries 
and to absorb little boroughs, and to put 
the whole thing in the melting-pot, you 
must go on to the other and not very 
easy question of the franchise. The first 


stage of that is to be taken under the 
Sir I. Campbell-Bannerman. 


\ 
} 


| 
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auspices of a weakened and discreditedf 


Government—discredited by the general 
opinion of the electors—in a fagged-out 


of the session, in which we have not been 
able to do one-fifth of the work we ought 
to have done, according to the right hon, 
Gentleman. I hope, really, after the 
statement he has made, we shall hear no 
more of the redistribution proposals. 


Of course, we are opposed to this mode 
of dealing with great Bills. But I admit 
for one the cruel necessity which rests 
upon the right hon. Gentleman in all 
these cases of finding some remedy. | 
agree with him that it will not be very easy 
to apply, that it must be found and must 
be applied, and I do not doubt thatit 
must take the form of devolution of some 
kind. Devolution in some form or other, 
be it small or large, tentative or compre- 
hensive, we must come to, because the 
House of Commons is no longer able to 
undertake—-there I agree with the right 
hon. Gentleman—the discharge of the 
duties that are necessarily incumbent 


friends will no doubt have objections of 
detail to make, and also general objec- 
tions of principle. I share their objec- 
tions, and I shal! vote against this mode 
of dealing with the Bill. The right hon. 
Gentleman will at least, I hope, guard us 
in one particular. Again and again, | 
think last year, on the Licensing Bill, 
there were cases in which certain matters 
were postponed in order that new words 
should be brought up to meet the wishes 
of the House. That is often necessary in 
order to stave off an awkward discussion 
or bring a too prolonged discussion to an 
end. Any Amendment of that sort to 
any part of the Bill which has been dealt 
with in that way, I think, ought to be 
preserved from the summary process to 
which the right hon. Gentleman proposes 
to subject the Bill. I think I have 
sufficiently indicated my own views ol 
the subject, and I trust I have done s0 
in such a way as to be, though perhaps 


way offensive to the right hon. Gentle 
man, who has shown a disposition to-da} 





—whether of pure good nature or whethe 
with a view to overcoming the oppositio: 
of the House I cannot say—to treat thi 
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' matter in not only a candid, but a genial, 
| spirit. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) said 
that he had been present on many ocea- 
sions similar to the present when extra- 
ordinary facilities were asked for by the 
(jovernment in order to enable them to 


force through certain legislation; but 
he had never been present on any 
occasion when the proposal of the 
(Government was invested with so 


much gravity and importance as that 
of to-day. It seemed to him that after 
the speech of the Prime Minister the 
particular merits or demerits of the Aliens 
Bill, or of its passing or not passing, 


disappeared from view altogether. On 
previous occasions Motions of this 
character were justified by peculiar 
circumstances, arising Owing to the 
mismanagement of business or bad 
luck on the part of the Govern- 
ment or alleged obstruction on the part 
of the Opposition. But the Motions 


were always put forward as exceptional. 
The plain meaning of this was that in 
future, such was the condition of this 
Assembly, no Government could ever be 
expected to pass any legislation, large or 
small, by the ordinary rules of the House, 
and that no measure of importance could 
be carried for the people of this country 
except by expedients such as this, cur- 
tailing and destroying the right of dis- 
cussion in the House. He was almost 
entirely in agreement on this point with 
the Prime Minister. He had, over and 
over again, said to the House of Commons 
that in his judgment as time went on it 
would become more and more impossible 
for this Assembly to fulfil its duties to 
all the manifold interests committed to 
its care. At the present moment, on the 
confession of the Prime Minister, the 
legislative machine had broken down. 
This was not an exceptional session. 
In all his experience of this Assembly, 
an experience extending over a quarter 
of a century, he never remembered a 
session having such a meagre programme 
of important legislation, and he never 
session in which the 
Government exercised the extraordinary 
powers at their disposal to curtail dis- 
cussion by private Membersin so arbitrary 
a fashion. There was nothing in this 
session except that it was an easier 
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session for the Government to get 


\through their programme than they 


had had for many years past. 


What had been the experience of the 
session? Seventy-three days had been 
devoted to Government business of which 
only eleven had been devoted to legisla- 
tion, and at the end of the eleven days the 
Prime Minister came down and said if 
this Bill, which the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition had described as a_ third-rate 
Bill, was to be passed into law in a reason- 
able time it must be promptly dealt with. 


That only meant that the House of 
Commons, for some reason or other, 
was unable to perform its work. 


He was glad to hear the admission of 
the Prime Minister that it was not due 
to obstruction. The case of the right 
hon. Gentleman to-day was that this 
Bill must be passed by closure by com- 
partments and without any discussion 
on some of its most important provisions, 
not because there had been any obstruc- 
ction but because the legislative machine 
had broken down. He agreed with the 
right hon. Gentleman in what he said 
as to the length of the session. He went 
further. In his judgment this House 
ought never to sit longer than July Ist, 
but when the right hon. Gentleman 
spoke of new rules he could only say 
he thought that a rearrangement of 
the financial business of the country 
which would enable the House to rise on 
July lst would be more useful and more 
conducive to the rapid fulfilment of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s duties. In com- 
parison with other legislative Assemblies 
of the world this House sat more days 
and more hours. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Not more days. 
They sit from October to Christmas. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he would 
not persist in that statement in the face 
of what the right hon. Baronet, whose 
experience was very wide, had said, 
but his own experience had not been 
small and certainly he knew most of the 
Assemblies in America and Canada, and 
so far as they were concerned this As- 
sembly sat a great deal longer and then 
was not able to do its work. 

What was the reason? The right hon. 
Gentleman had rightly said this was not 
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due to what he 


Aliens Bil! 
had called the male- 


men who came here with the deliberate 
intention to wreck the Assembly. It 
was due to the fact that conditions had 
changed ; it was due to the growth of 
Empire; to the growth of education ; 
and of population and other causes 
which could not be checked and which 
would giow more and more as time 
progressed. It came to this, that this 
Assembly was attempting to perform 
an absolutely impossible task. 
was work enough for this House for 
six months every year if its attention 
were confined entirely to the affairs of 
England ; if its attention were confined 
entirely to the affairs of Scotland; 
or if its attention were confined entirely 
to the affairs of Ireland or of Wales. 
There was ample work for this House for 
six months every year if its attention 
were confined entirely to [mperial matters. 
Yet this Assembly attempted in six 
months to perform all these duties. 
That that was a physical impossibility 
was daily becoming more apparent, and 
he welcomed this debate and the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman in which he 
admitted that the legislative machine 
had broken down and was unable to 
fulfil all the duties that were thrown 
upon it. 


As to the remedy the right hon. 
Gentleman was not very specific. He 
only pointed out what would be desirable 
in the future. When they were asked 
to devote days and weeks to the dis- 
cussion of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
own new rules it was with the object. 
he had understood, of providing a remedy 
for this breaking down of the legislative 
machine, but according to the right 
hon. Gentleman’s statement to-day he 
never expected it to do anything of the 
kind. That being so he must confess 
he did not know what the new rules 
were for. The right hon. Gentleman 
had truthfully said the Grand Com- 
mittees had broken down; that the 
Party spirit had found its way into the 
Grand Committees. But who was it 
who first broke the rule and sent to the 
Grand Committeess controversial mea- 
sures instead of non-controversial mea- 
sures with which, and which only, it was 


the business of Grand Committees to. 


Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 


| deal ? 
factors; it was not due to the action of | 


There | 
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That was a question which he 


would leave to the right hon. Gentleman} 


himself to answer. It was sufficient to 
point out that the Grand Committees had 
broken down through the introduction 
into them of the Party spirit. There wasa 
small Irish Bill before one of those Com- 
mittees at the present time which passed 
its Second Reading by a large majority, a 
smal: Bill which, f it had been under the 
consideration of a Committee of the whole 
House, would have been passed in two 
days. It had occupied the Grand Com- 
mittee weeks and months, simply be. 
cause three or four Gentlemen, including 
some members of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s Administration, the two law officers 
for Ireland and one law officer for Eng. 
land, had attended day by day to ob- 
struct its progress. The system of the 
Grand Committee formed no remedy. 


What had been done by the right hon, 
Gentleman ? No doubt he had an idea 
running through his head that this 
matter might be dealt with in the near 
future, and his mind was running on 
some more new rules. Every new rule 
passed in the House for a century past 
had failed. He would suggest a remedy 
to the right hon. Gentleman. Let the 
right hon. Gentleman disfranchise Ire- 
land. It had been said in the papers 
that the right hon. Gentleman was going 
to trifle with this question; that he 
was going to attempt to reduce the Irish 
representation by a few votes. It was 
not worth while to tear up the Treaty of 
Union for the sake of a few votes. Let 
the right hon. Gentleman be thorough; 
let him disfranchise Ireland, and thus 
do away with the necessity of discussing 
Irish affairs in this House. Let him dis- 
franchise Scotland. Let him disfran- 
chise Wales. The right hon. Gentleman 
could not grapple with this question by 
any small expedient. The only mode of 
grappling with it was by giving to local 
Governments the management of local 
affxirs and keeping for this Assembly 
the management and control of Imperial 
affairs. He was not making what was 
called a Home Rule speech. He was 
looking at the question from the point 
of view of the House of Commons, and 
in his opinion the only reasonable solution 





was a system of devolution and the re- 
servation of this Chamber for the dis: 
cussion of great Imperial affairs. At the 
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, Motion was made. 


dis: 





Aliens Bill 


| present moment in respect to every part 
of the United Kingdom that there were 


grave, weighty, and serious problemsawait- 
ing discussion was as true of England 
and Scotland as it was of Ireland—yet 
none of those now in the House of Com- 
mons could hope to live to take part in 
the discussion of those problems which 
would have to be discussed by another 
generation, simply because the attempt 
had been made to carry out the ruinous 
policy of trying to transact business which 
would absorb the time of three or four 
Assemblies. In Canada alone there were 
eight legislative Assemblies for a popula- 
tion of 5,000,000, and those eight As- 
semblies were kept hard at work for six 
months in the year. He welcomed the 
speech of the Prime Minister, as from his 
point of view it was the most important 
statement that had been made for years, 
and in view of the speech of the right hon. 
(ientleman, in his opinion, the day could 
not be far distant when the people would 
awake to the true facts of the situation, 
and they would save, in the only way 
they could save, this Assembly by a 
system of devolution. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
moved an Amendment asking the House 
to decline to assent to any proposal to 
prevent legitimate discussion on matters 
vitally affecting the liberty of the subject. 
He said it was the unanimous opinion 
on his side of the House that a more 
remarkable speech than that of the 
Prime Minister that afternoon had never 
before been delivered. They expected 
that the right hon. Gentleman would 
give some reasons for the extraordinary 
proposals he had made, but he had not 
put forward a single reason why these 
drastic proposals should be adopted. On 
the contrary, the right hon. Gentleman 
had thought it his duty to introduce 
what was practically a Home Rule debate. 
A stranger coming into the gallery that 
afternoon during the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech might have supposed, not 
that he was proposing a closure Motion, 
but that he was submitting a measure 
of Home Rule for the whole country. 
The right hon. Gentleman had not 


thought it his duty to give any reasons , 


of a substantial character why this 
The only thing he had 
said which in any way approached a 
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reason was that the Government were 
in a complete muddle, and that, having 
so managed things from the beginning 
of the session until now, it was their 
duty to closure the Aliens Bill. That 
suggested that the Leader of the House 
had only to get business into a muddle 
in the early part of the session in order 
to closure any matter on the basis that 
the House should rise on August 12th. 
That was an extraordinary proposal for 
the Prime Minister to make. He was not 
foolish enough to suppose that he could 
induce the House to accept the Amend- 
ment of which he had given notice. 
Rightly or wrongly the principle of 
closure by compartments had become 
an accepted part of the machinery of 
the House, and they were bound to face 
that fact. Personally he regretted it, 
because, if they were to keep their 
present Parliamentary conditions and 
ignore the necessity for devolution, he 
was in favour of a more frequent and 
drastic use of the individual closure 
combined with new conditions as to 
divisions in the House. That would be 
better for the freedom of debate, for 
safeguarding the individual liberty of 
Members, and, on the whole, better for 
the dignity of Parliament itself. 


(Procedure). 


Hedisliked the guillotinein the first place 
because it conduced to laxity and in- 
difference on the part of Ministers them- 
selves. What did it matter to the right 
hon. Gentleman how they occupied 
their time at the beginning of the 
session so long as he knew that he 
had an instrument by which, with a 
docile majority to support him, he could 
carry any Bill he pleased ? That was a 
pity from the Parliamentary point of 
view. Ministers cared little whether 
their Votes in Committee of Supply were 
discussed or not because they knew 
perfectly well that at ten o'clock on 
certain days the guillotine would fall, 
and the Votes would be passed. It was 
possible that the guillotine might place in 
the hands of an unscrupulous Minister 
in future a power which would prevent 
proper discussion of the most vital points 
of a measure. In that way some of the 


most objectionable proposals of a particu- 
lar Bill might not be discussed at all. 
Under the power which they were taking 
to-day, if the Motion was passed, the 








1171 Aliens Bill 


Government would be able to insert 
clauses which might never have been 
printed at all, and which might totally 
frustrate the very decisions which the 
Committee had already arrived at. If 
they were to have the guillotine, due and 
proper notice ought to be given by the 
Ministry of their intention to propose it. 
In the present instance it was only 
the previous morning that this Motion was 
handed in at the Teble. What a pre- 
cedent the Prime Minister was setting 
for future Governments. It was a danger- 
ous precedent to set, and it was one that 
might possibly be followed in future. 


When such a proposal was brought for- 
ward the Government ought to make out 
en overwhelming case in favour of it. 
They had not attempted to make out any 
case whatever for the Motion. The 
right hon. Gentleman had not suggested 
that there had been obstruction. Of 
course, he could not, for he had not been 
present during the debates in Committee. 
Would the Attorney-General or the Home 
Secretary take the responsibility of 
saying that there had been obstruction 
with regard to this Bill? There had 
only been obstruction on one occasion 
between nine and ten o’clock, and it was 
obstruction which came from the sup- 
porters of the Government. The other 
evening an Amendment was proposed 
by the Government which the Opposition 
accepted, but for over an hour the sup- 
porters of the Government spoke in 
favour of it. Was not that obstruction ¢ 
It was certainly not an effort to hasten the 
progress of the Bill. At the present 
moment there were on the Paper ninety- 
nine Amendments in the names of sup- 
porters of the Government, and only 
forty-one in the names of Gentlemen on 
the Opposition side of the House. That 
was an indication that, on the Opposition 
side of the House, they were not anxious to 
obstruct the Bill. At the same time 
they were entitled to criticise the Bill 
and to suggest Amendments. That the 
discussions on th: Bill which had al- 
ready taken place had been useful was 
proved by the fact that the Home Secre- 
tary had on many occasions been so 
impressed by the arguments adduced 
that definite decisions had been post- 
poned with regard to the matters brought 
forward. 


Mr. Dalziel. 


{COMMONS} 
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The proposal now before the Hous 
ought to have associated with i 
a condition that it would be impossibk 
to prevent the discussion of the mor 
important par.s of the measure. Why 


could pretend that there had been any} 


consideration given to that? Had the 
Motion been manufactured in the Whips 
room without any regard whatever t 
the merits of the Bill? In the shor 
time which had been available for the 
discussion of the measure Members of 
the Opposition had been able to show 
that the foundations on which it rested 
were absolutely unsound. They had 
been able to show that the claim of ihe 
Government that it would keep out 
undesirable aliens, was a bogus and 4 
hollow claim. The Home Secretary had 
admitted that it would not keep them 
out. That was something to hav 
achieved in the course of the debates. 
They had proved further that the cal: 
culations of the Government had _ beer 
misleading as to the extet of the evi 
with which they were dealing. The 
Secretary to the Board of Trade had 
stated that the annual influx of aliens 
was 75,000, but the senior Member for 
Oldham had proved beyond dispute 
‘that the number was only between 
6,000 and 7,000. He ventured to say 
that the Government themselves would 
not deny that the discussions on the Bil 
had been useful. 

If the proposal of the (Government 


with regard to the time whieh 
was to be given for the considera- 


tion of the Bill was carried some of the 
most important matters in it could not 
be adequately discussed. Practically no 
time was to be allowed for the considera: 
tion of the question of political asylun 
in this country. On Monday they wer 
to be asked to deal with that question, 
also with the qualifications of the imm: 
gration board, and the question 0: 
the rules to be issued by the Home 
Secretary. These rules would have 4 
very far-reaching effect indeed. 01 
the Monday they would also have ts 





deal with the important question 6 
expulsion, which was one that ought to be 
most carefully considered. It was goin 
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clause was absolutely debarred by the 
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"a proposals of the Government. Then 
‘bie also on Monday they had to deal with the 
ore question of expense in connection with 
Vhig the operations of the Bill. Was it 
inrt Possible for the Committee to deal with | 
the} ll those matters when they were going ” 
ips} give a blank cheque to the Government / 
tof lhe Prime Minister was asking for 
seal impossibilities and proposing that this 
the | Bull should be passed without discussion, | 
5 gf | On Tuesday they would have four-and-a- | 
hoy | bali hours in which to settle the 
stejf Manulacture of new offences. A person 
haiq simply had to fail to give complete | 
hey wtormation as to his antecedents and it | 
outg Would be possible to send him to prison | 
id gh for giving false information. No limit | 
hai} of time was fixed and yet all those matters | 
hem | would _be discussed under the opera- | 
have | tions of the rule. At the Evening Sitting 
ates, | OM the Tuesday there was the important | 
cal| question of definition to be raised and | 
heey | the rest of the Bill was practically to be | 
eyi|| passed in a very few hours. The Govern- 
Phe} ment could not honestly pretend that | 
had| der the proposed arrangement it would 
liens} be possible to discuss the Bill with any 
r for degree ot satisfaction. 
pute) He could understand a new Govern- | 
Weel!) ment, with a mandate from the country, | 
) SY) and bringing forward far-reaching pro- | 
vould posals. treating the House in this manner, | 
e Bil but they had a Government that lacked 
the confidence and support of the country. 
iment? The Prime Minister’s present colleagues 
which} were not in the Cabinet when the last 
idera-} appeal was made to the country. All the 
of thef strong men then in the Government had 
d not} lft the right hon. Gentleman, and 
lly no} he was presuming too much in putting a 
idera-} Motion of this kind before the House. 
sylun} The Government had no right to submit 
y welt! these proposals, for which no case had been 
estlol.} made out. There had been no_ ob- | 
imml} struction or desire to delay the passage 
on OF of the Bill, but, if the criticisms were 
Hon} allowed to continue the country would 
ave *} be made alive to the bogus and hollow 
1. Ot} character of the Bill. It contained 
we } conditions which might be used with very 
ion “} great severity and injustice against 
t to be particular individuals. On those grounds 
s gol! he begged to move the Amendment. 
) expel 
: nitarlf *Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) had much 
if thi leasure in seconding the Amendment. 
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'extremely thin in its arguments. 


| partments. 


| Another consideration 
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In his speech the Prime Minister had 
treated the question of Parliamentary 
procedure in a general way, but whilst 
that portion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s speech was interesting it con- 
tained no proposals of any value. The 
other part of the speech which had 
reference to this particular proposal 
was strangely halting in its sentences 
for so eloquent a speaker and was 
The 
House must have noticed that the 
claims of the Government to closure 
by compartments were increasing year 
by year in their severity. In} 1902 
there was the Education Act treated 


(Procedure). 


‘in that manner, and last year they had 


the Licensing Bill, which was only allowed 
an extremely short discussion before the 
closure was applied. Now after three 
days of discussion—which had been on 
the whole an_ extremely businesslike 
discussion—they were asked to pass 
this Aliens Bill under closure by com- 
The Prime Minister had 
confused the actual issue before the 
House, which was doubtless suffering 


| from serious malaise because it did not 
represent the authority of the country. 
| There was no possibility of getting legis- 


lation through satisfactorily so long as 
the House was in its present false position. 
was that each 
session was getting shorter and shorter. 
Last year they had six and a-half 
months, but this year they only had 
a bare six months. Another fortnight 
would have made an_ enormous 
difference in the time available for 
legislative purposes. Although the holi- 
days at Easter and Whitsuntide were 
very welcome to jaded legislators, they 
made a big hole in the time of the session, 
and further, while the present Govern- 
ment was in power, Ascot week was 
given up to discussions of a practically 
uncontroversial nature, and with which 
often no advancement was subsequently 
made. 


The principal question in this Bill was 
admittedly not one of a violently contro- 
versial kind, but, making allowances for 
that, he could safely assert that the action 
of the Government upon this Bill was 
never less justified. The Amendments 
now upon the Paper only ran to ten pages. 
They had already got through two pages 
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a day of them, and if either the Prime 
Minister or the Minister in charge of the 
Bill could take the House into his con- 
fidence and help the passage of the Bill 
by an appeal to Members to accelerate 
the discussion of Amendments, he was 
perfectly certain that the Bill could 
have been passed in a few days without 
resorting to closure by compartments. 
More than one page out of the ten was 
taken up with Amendments moved by 
the Home Secretary as an acknow- 
ledgment of the justice of the criticisms 
made upon the Bill. Then two-thirds 
of the Amendments were in the names 
of supporters of the Government, and 
only one-third were in the names of 
Opposition Members. He ventured to 
say, on behalf of those sitting on that 
side of the House, that in criticising the 
Bill they had not tried to waste the 
time of the House. Personally he was 
a strong critic of the Bill, because he 
had studied the case put forward by 


the Government, and, to his mind, it had | 


completely broken down. Last vear he 
was in favour of the Bill, but in the mean- 
time he had found out how weak was the 
case of the Government. The Opposi- 
tion had merely tried to improve the 
Bill and to make it less objectionable, 
and the Home Secretary’s concessions 
showed how justified were their criticisms. 
In a very few days the Bill would have 
passed through Committee, and they 
would not have objected to the suspen- 
sion of the twelve o’clock rule in order 
to expedite the passage of the Bill. 


He also desired to point out the serious 
effect on future discussions if closure by 
compartments were to be resorted to. 
The Government would merely have to 


sit tight in their places while the allotted ;- 


time was being used, and the closure 
would come automatically. They (the 
Government) would have no inducement 
to curtail any particular portion of the 
debate, and the professional talker, who 
was so often in evidence between nine 
and ten o’clock, would be able to further 
waste the time of the House. They could 
not discuss in the seven and a_half- 
hours proposed the ten or eleven very 
important topics still left in Clauses 
1, 2, and 3 of the Bill. That was 
perfectly impossible, and it would in- 
flict a very great injustice upon those 


Mr. Emmott. 
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interested in the Bill to carry through 
the Prime Minister’s proposal. It would 
further seriously operate against the 
good working of the Bill if so many 
important points were to be struck out 
as must be the effect of agreeing to the 
Motion of the Government. He begged 
to second the Amendment. 


(Procedure). 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 1, to leave out from the word 
‘That,’ to the end of Question, and insert the 
words ‘having regard to the small amount of 
time already devoted to the consideration of 


the Aliens Bill in Committee, and the failure 
of the Government to press forward the 
measure at an earlier period of the session, 
this House declines to assent to any proposal 
having as its object the prevention of legitimate 
discussion on matters vitally affecting the 
liberty of the subject.’ ”—-(Mr. Dalziel.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘the’ in line 1, stand part of the Ques- 
tion.” 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) thought hon. Gentlemen opposite 
were putting themselves in rather a 
delicate and difficult position by opposing 
this Motion. They had told the sup- 
porters of the Government repeatedly 
in the debate that they were an obsolete 
and used-up majority, and that at the 
earliest moment the Opposition were 
going to take the Government side of 
the House and the conduct of the business. 
When that happy time arrived and 
legislative schemes were brought forward 
of a much greater and more beneficent 
character than anything the present 
Government could propose, on. Members 
opposite might find themselves compelled 
to resort to the method of closure by 
compartments, whilst hon. Members now 
sitting on the Government side of the 
House would probably use the same 
methods of discussion as were now 
employed by hon. Gentlemen opposite. 

The Leader of the Opposition said that 
this was a third-rate measure. If that 
were so, he thought it was rather a pity 
that the Opposition had not shown a 





little more silent contempt for it. He 
could say that he had looked in occa- 
sionally for a quarter of an hour when 
the Bill was being discussed, and certainly 


found that it was being debated with the j. 
He} 


same vigour as any other measure. 
did not think that a distinction whicip 
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would serve the position very much in the 
future when hon. Gentlemen opposite ex- 
pected to occupy the Treasury Benches ; 
for it would not lie in their mouths to say 
that they were bringing forward such small 
and contemptible measures that any ex- 
cuse of that kind should prevail. The 
difficulty which they had to meet was not 
of obstruction in the sense of talking non- 
sense, but the difficulty of the House of 
Commons not having a due sense of 
proportion—of giving too much time 
to comparatively small measures and too 


little to important Bills. The hon. | 
Member for Waterford said they could | 
set free the time of the House! 


. . : | 
by taking away Irish local business. | 


That would leave still too much to be 
done; they must take away also the 
business of Scotland, Wales, and the 
Colonies. That depended on the dis- 
position of the House. If the House 


wished to quarrel over the hundredth | 


part of a hair, it could spend just as much 
time over it, after taking away half or 
three-fourths of the business now 
hand. He thought this system of closure 
by compartments was only the very 
first step to a much larger measure. 
only principle on which the House of 
Commons could conduct its business 
was to exercise good sense, moderation, 
and the sense of proportion—to give to 
the different subjects their due time for 
discussion in relation to the full time at 
the disposal of the House. If not, they 
would have to lay down a general time- 
table in introducing a measure; and 
specify how much time could be devoted 
to the measure. In that limited time 
the main principles of the Bill could be 
discussed, leaving the details to be 
threshed out outside. He must say that 
he agreed with the Prime Minister that 
eleven days out of seventy-three was too 
little time given for legislation this year. 


_As to a fixed end to the session, if the 
difficulties were so strong as the Prime 
Minister said they were, it was most 
unfortunate that the beginning of the 
Session should not have been made a 
fortnight earlier. There was one point 
on which he heartily agreed with the 
hon. Member for Waterford, and that was 
that it was unreasonable that their ar- 
tangements should be such that they were 
kept there in July and August. The busi- 


{5 Juuy 1905} 


on | 


The | 
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| ness of the session should be so arranged 

that time should be given for the enjoy- 
ment of the summer in the country. 
| There were some measures which, 12th 
| August or no 12th August, should be 
pressed forward. The Prime Minister 
| acknowledged the claims of the Scotch 
|Churches Bill. That was a question 
which must be decided before the pro- 
|rogation But there was another Scotch 
| Bill which had strong claims on the 
| attention of the House. They had had, 
| year after year, a Scotch Education Bill 
brought in, and they had had continually 
held out to them a prospect of a great 
and important change being made in 
the education of Scotland. To dis- 
| appoint the expectation so often was 
a very serious matter for the conduct 
of education, and for the children 
who were now, as it were, in a transition 
state and would not get the benefit of it 
when the new Act came into force. He 
should like to ask the Prime Minister 
whether an improvement in the whole 
educational system of Scotland was to be 
dangled before them much longer ? 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he could 
| assure his hon. friend that he was as fully 
| conscious as the hon. Member was of the 
extreme desirability of passing the Scotch 
Education Bill this session. 

| q 
| 4 
| Mr. PARKER SMITH said he was 

_ extremely glad to hear it. He knew that 

the Prime Minister had a full sense of the 

importance of passing that Biil, and he 

trusted that if they held the House of 

Commons a little longer to work the 

measure would have a fair chance of being 

| passed into law. But there were also 

the Resolutions dealing with the ques- 

tion of redistribution. He trusted that 

they would be dealt with before they 

parted for the autumn recess; and that 

the Resolutions would be debated fully . 
after due notice. There was a growing 

feeling in Scotland and elsewhere that 

it would be to the disadvantage of their 

Party if the education question in Scot- 

land were not dealt with, as the educa- 

tional prospects of Scotland had been 

damaged by this delay for the past two 

or three years. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.) said that this debate had made 
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a very wide excursion into topics which 
were more germane to a general con- 
sideration of the efficiency of the House 
of Commons than to the Resolution now 
before the House. The Prime Minister 
himself initiated that discussion, and, if 
he understood aright, the Prime Minister 
admitted that the House was reduced to 
the deplorable condition in which it 
could not properly or efficiently dis- 
charge its legislative duties. In other 
words, that this particular Aliens Bill 
could not be efficiently and properly 
dealt with from a Parliamentary point of 
view. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
that. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES said that, 
then, he did not understand the Prime 
Minister’s contention. The Prime Minis- 
ter made the general assertion that the 
conditions of Parliamentary work were 
such that it would be necessary hence- 
forth for the Government to deal with 
every atom of legislation upon the lines 
on which the Prime Minister was now 
dealing with this Bill and which he 
described as a third-rate measure. Was 
he right ¢ : 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: You are quite 
wrong. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES: Then the 
House of Commons was able to discharge 
its legislative functions in respect to the 
Bill. If that were so, this proposal was 
unnecessary. With great respect to the 
Prime Minister he suggested to the 
right hon. Gentleman that he was on the 
horns of a dilemma. If the right hon. 
Gentleman could effectively pass legis- 
lation without machinery of this kind 
for every Bill, be it large or small, why 
introduce this Resolution; but if he 
could not pass it, then the House of 
Commons was impotent to pass any 
measure without a Resolution of this 
kind. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
anything of the kind at all. 


I never said 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES said he ac- 
cepted the disclaimer of the right hon. 


Mr. Atherley-Jones. 
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Gentleman ; but what was the position ? 
They had a Bill which it was admitted 
was a third-rate measure. 


(Procedure). 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Admitted by 
whom ? 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES said he 
understood that the right hon. Gentle- 
man said it was a third-rate measure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Does the hon. 
and learned Gentleman ‘confuse me 
with the Leader of the Opposition ¢ 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES said he was 
not confusing the right hon. Gentleman 
with the Leader of the Opposition. As 
a loyal supporter of the Leader of the 
Opposition he would be very reluctant 
to make that confusion. Certainly he 
did understand the right hon. Gentle- 
man to say that this was not a first- 
rate measure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I said nothing 
of the kind. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES: Then it 
must be a measure of capital importance. 
If it were a measure of capital import- 
ance, he asked the right hon. Gentle- 
man how it was reasonable to confine 
discussion of it in Committee to five 
days? They had had three days dis- 
cussion in Committee, and in these three 
days they had dealt with only one por- 
tion of the first clause and that by no 
means the most important. The im- 
portant part of the Bill, which they 
had only touched the fringe of, was 
that which dealt with the economic 
question. But, to his mind, the cen- 
tral part of the Bill was the power 
given to the Executive of the coun- 
try to exelude political refugees —he 
said that advisedly — and the power 
given to the immigration officer and 
the immigration board without con: 
trol. Then there were the vast powers 
conceded to the Home Secretary to make 
rules, which went to the root of the whole 
immigration problem. Next, there was 
the constitution of the immigration 
board to be considered. Now, all these 


matters of capital importance were to be}, 


relegated to a two nights discussion—f 
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or ten or twelve hours in all. Was not | 
that a scandal? He appealed to the | 
Prime Minister whether he did not feel | 
that that was not fair treatment of the | 
House in respect of these important | 
questions. He did not want to lecture 
the right hon. Gentleman, but it should 
be remembered that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was not only Leader of his Party 
but Leader of the House of Commons, 
and the trustee of the honour and dignity 
of that great Assembly. Why did the 
tight hon. Gentleman, if he always 
thought as he now did as to the in- 
efficiency of the House of Commons, 
allow three days time to be wasted over 
the least important parts of the Bill ? 
If the right hon. Gentleman knew that 
the most important parts of the Bill 
were to be guillotined, why did he not 
take time by the forelock and warn the 
House when he introduced the Bill that 
he was only going to allow five days for 
the whole Bill in Committee, and distribute 
the time according to the importance of 
the clauses? He was a man without 
authority in the House, but he had been 
there twenty years. He never had been 
a strong Party man, but he was jealous 
of the authority and dignity of the House 
of Commons, and he looked to the right 
hon. Gentleman, as the Leader of the 
House, to preserve that honour and 
dignity. If any incident could affect 
his estimate of the right hon. Gentleman, 
as the custodian of the privileges of the 
House of Commons, it was this Motion. 
Aiter three days had been given to only 
a shred of the measure, they had now 
the prospect of a miserable microscopic 
atom of time being allotted to the most 
important part of the Bill. 


Srrk CHARLES RENSHAW (Ren- 
frew, W.) said that the hon. Gentle- 
man indicated that, in his opinion, the 
time of the House occupied in the con- 
sideration of the Bill had been wasted. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES said he did 
not state that the time had been wasted. 


Sik CHARLES RENSHAW said that 
the hon. Gentleman stated that three days 
had been wasted. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES said that 


his contention was that three days were 
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wasted on the least important part of the 
Bill; and that only two days were to 
be allowed for the most important part. 


(Procedure). 


Sir CHARLES RENSHAW said he was 
sceptical whether the Motion, if proposed 
at the commencement of the proceedings 
on the Bill, would have been accepted 
by the Opposition. He did not desire 
so much to discuss the merits or demerits 
of the proposal before the House, but he 
wished to emphasise the remarks of his 
hon. friend the Member for Partick as to 
the manner in which the Motion would 
affect the Scotch Education Bill. The 
hon. Member for Kirkcaldy Burghs who 
introduced the Amendment was a Scot- 
tish Member, and he did not think the 
hon. Gentleman would disagree when he 
said that three-fourths of the Scottish 
Members were most anxious to see 
legislative effect in some form or another 
given to the proposals of the Government 
with reference to education in Scotland. 
Yet the hon. Member introduced an 
Amendment which would make it im- 
possible to consider that question at all. 
He did not think the hon. Gentleman 


‘could have considered the matter from 


that point of view. All interested in 
education in Sectland felt that the 
question should not be allowed to nang 
over from session to session; and it was 
a matter of the utmost importance that 
there should be legislation on the subject, 
as the present position was paralysing 
educational effort in Scotland. He earn- 
estly hoped that the Prime Minister 
would press forward his Motion ; and, as 
a consequence, endeavour to find time 
for the Education Bill for Scotland. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) said that the hon. Gentleman who had 
just spoken, and the hon. Member for 
Partick, had indicated that the speech 
of the Prime Minister was really a mas- 
sacre of the innocents. Surely, in that 
event, the names of the measures to be 
sacrificed should be given to the House. 
There was the Scotch Education Bill, 
the Unemployed Bill, and the Work- 
men’s Compensation Bill, in which hon. 
Members on both sides were interested. 
It was, therefore, important to know 
not only how the Motion would affect 
the Bill to which it nominally referred, 
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legislation before the House. The more 
expenditure increased, the more neces: 
sary it was that the time occupied in 
discussing it should also be increased. 
That meant that the Government should 
consider when Parliament was about to 


meet, not only the legislation mentioned | 


in the King’s Speech, but also Supplemen- 
tary Estimates and all the Departmental 
minutiz involved in the present arrange- 
ment of the business of the House. 


The right hon. Gentleman talked about 
legislation occupying only eleven days ; 
but he forgot to tell the House that on 
two, if not three occasions, time was 
wasted because the Government were 
not ready with their business. There 
were a certain number of small Govern- 
ment measures required in order to 
oil the wheels of the Administration ; 
and now the House was to be punished 
because at an earlier stage of the session 
the Government was disorganised and 
unable to manage the business of the 
House or the country. The right hon. 
Gentleman referred to the eloquence 
that was always forthcoming; but the 
hon. Gentlemen the Members for Peck- 
ham and the Central Division of Sheffield 
could make up any deficiency in that 
respect which might arise. He re- 
membered two occasions on which 
they occupied between two and three 
hours a day in taking up the time of the 
House on subjects with which they were 
not well acquainted in order that Members 
of the Party opposite, who were some- 
what tardy in their attendance, might be 
hunted out of the holes and corners of 
this city. When in 1888 it was found 
necessary to introduce the guillotine, 
a far longer period was given to the 
House to consider it ; and in 1893 when 
Mr. Gladstone put down a_ guillotine 
Motion, a fortnight was allotted to 
consider its full effect. Now only a day 
and a-half was given in order that hon. 
Gentlemen might make themselves fully 
acquainted with the effect of the proposal. 


As regarded the Bill, it involved a new 
principle and a new departure which 


might have a very serious effect on the, 


liberty of the subject. There was one 
point which had escaped the notice of 
previous speakers. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman stated that debate was very 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. 
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| difficult in an Assembly as large as this ; 

and he drew attention to the fact that 
he proposed to introduce some proposal 
with reference to redistribution; but 
whether the House of Commons were large 
or small it should have full: and free 
discussion on questions of principle and 
also of detail, especially in regard to a 
measure such as the Aliens Bill. In 
his own experience his right hon. friend 
the late Secretary of State for India who 
was in charge of the Parish Councils Bill, 
informed him that time would not permit 
of the insertion of a few words which he, 
himself, desired to move. He yielded 
to what he thought was the better judg- 
ment of his right hon. friend; but it 
took two Acts of Parliament and two 
Orders in Council to make good the 
deficiency in the Act which his Amend- 
ment would have provided. Similarly, 
if the Aliens Bill were allowed to pass 
without adequate discussion, the dev. 
ernment would find themselves ham- 
pered in subsequently bringing in Amend- 
ments. This Motion might ease their 
shoulders to-day, but it would render 
the burden much heavier to-morrow. 
‘There should be the fullest possible dis- 
cussion on a measure of this kind. New 
proposals such as these could not be 
discussed too fully, if any advantage 
were to be got out of the Bill. 


(Procedure). 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that 
with the general remarks which had 
been made he agreed. He agreed 
especially with the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford that the main 
argument to be drawn from the Motion 
was devolution. ‘lhe hon. Gentle- 
man did not, however, give sufficient 
attention to the relief which would be 
given if there were an autumn session 
as every other legislative Assembly had. 
It was a notable {fact that of all the 
labour programme of the Government 
the only measure proceeded with was 
this bastard labour measure which none of 
the labour leaders believed in or wanted. 
He had risen to say that which had not 
yet been said by anyone, but which was 
applicable to the Motion before the House. 
He had never thought the Bill was an 
important one, but he differed to some 
extent from the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition, who had oa 
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declined into a third-class measure by 
reason of the criticisms that had been 
brought against it, but it was a_first- 
class measure when one noticed the 
novelty of the principles involved, and the 
way in which it struck at the root of the 
principle of asylum of which this country 
was proud. That was the main portion of 
the Bill which most needed to be discussed 
in the House of Commons, and it was not 
likely to be discussed as matters stood. 
A short debate took place on the Bill 
on its introduction, aad he then pointed 
out that there was a danger that there 
would be closure by compartments, 
and that these would he the parts of 
the Bill that would be shut out from dis- 
cussion. He quoted the speech of 
the hon. and gallant Member for 
Stepney, in which the hon. and gallant 
Gentlemen said he had had a conversa- 
ion with the Prime Minister, who had 
said compartment closure would be 
resorted to to pass this Bill. The hon. 
and gallant Gentlemen then rose and said 
that the statement was not correct and 
he accepted the stitement of the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman. The latter then 
rose and said— 

“T prefaced that remark by saying that I 
hoped that all the machinery at the disposal of 
the Government would be used to pass the Bill. 
I adhere to that hope. I did not commit the 
Prime Minister at all.” 


But there could be 
whether the promise to closure 
by compirtments was made or not 
the statement that such a promise had 
been made was freely used, and in the 
East End it was believed that the right 
hon. Gentleman had promised that when 
this Bill reached Committee compart- 
ment closure would be used to force it 
through the House. The Committee had 
had on this Bill three days debate, which 
Was not too much considering that this 
Bill was the first Bill mentioned in the 
King’s Speech, and that it cortained 
most novel principles. He himself had 
done everything he could in the earlier 
portions of the Bill to shorten dis- 
cussion in order that the Committee 
might reach the most critical portion 
of the measure, namely, the way 
in which political and religious refugees 
would be dealt with. So faras the earlier 
portions of the Bill were concerned the 


discussions had not been very long. 





no doubt that | 
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In the critical part of the Bill a provision 
had been inserted to meet the case of the 
political refuges. But that provision did 
not meet the case of the political refugee, 
and they were most anxious to have an 
opportunity of persuading the Committee 
to amend that portion of the Bill in 
Committee. Then there had been a 
complete failure so far as the Bill went to 
provide for the case of religious refugees. 
No attempt had been made to deal with 
the case of victims of religious persecution. 
That no attempt should be made to pre- 
serve the principle of asylum in this 
country for the victims of religious perse- 
cution was a dreadful thing, and it would 
be monstrous if they were debarred from 
any discussion on that point. 


(Procedure). 


There were two questions coming 
before this which had to be diseussed, 
one of which must, and the second of 
which might, take time. One was a 
question which had never been discussed 
in this House at all but which had been 
one of the main questions for discussion 
in other Parliaments. He alluded to the 
question of labour under contract. “That 
was a cross issue and would lead to cross 
divisions in this country, as it had done in 
Australia, the United States, and Canada, 
and it was certain that the discussion 
upon that question would last for some 


'time. Moreover, the Home Secretary 
had placed on the Paper that day 
an Amendment relating to aliens 
who were diseased. It would be 
necessary to consider whether that 


Amendment would bring the Bill into 
conflict with our anti-quarantine legisla- 
tion. All that part of the Bill of last year 
was left out and nothing was done in that 
regard in the Bill. Now for the first 
time there appeared on the Paper an 
Amendment, of which to say the least it 
was necessary that there should be some 
explanation; because as the Bill stood 
at the present moment the only destitute 
or undesirable alien who must be landed 
in this country was one suffering from 
infectious disease, because our law 
and Local Government Board regula- 
tions insisted upon a person suffering 
from infectious disease on board ship 
being removed from the ship to the shore, 
and the Amendment of the right hon. 
Gentleman raised the whole of that ques- 
tion. Therefore asthe matter stood there 


was the gravest doubt whether on Monday 
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discuss the wholly insufficient provis on 
in regard to political refuzees and the 
difficult question of preserving the right of 
a3ylum of the victims of re igious persecu- 
tion. As the Bill stood, :f the Apostles 
came to ths country, if St. August:ne 
again cim> to the portion of the country 
vepresented by t e Home Secretary, they 
would be shut out, and before a House of 
Commons which had lost its represen-s:- 
tive character should for the first time 
adopt a principle of that kind, there 
ought to be full discussion and an oppor- 
tunity of moviiig Amendments. 


Mr. WILLIAM 
(Liverpool, West Derby} 


RUTHERFORD 


said that every 


year 250,000 emigrants, half of whom 
were colonists, passed through — this 


country on their way to the western lands 
and we also received annually nearly 
100,000 immigrants from the United 
States, Canada, and South America. Under 
those circumstances it was only right to 
pay great attention to the words and 
principle of this Bill. What had been 
their experience with regard to the pro- 
gress of this measure? Over thirty 
Amendments had already been discussed. 
The greater portion of those Amendments 
had been ingeniously drawn up by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite with the object of 
discussing various subjects before the 
clauses to which they had reference were 
reached. The result was that almost 
every point ot real importance had already 


been discussed. One or two, perhaps, had 
not been thoroughly discussed. For in- 


stance, the point with regard to contract 


labour was a very important point, 
but he ventured to think it was only 
by passing this Resolution that they 
could reasonably expect to have an 
opportunity of discussing the vital 


points that remaived to be dealt with. 


Mr. RUFUS ISAACS (Berkshire, 
Reading) said whatever charges were 
levelled against the members of the 
Opposition, he, at least, might be entitled 
to some credit for not having obstructed 
the proceedings of the House. Hitherto 
he had been reserving himself for this 
Bill, upon which he would like to say 
a few words in view of the present situa- 
tion. It appeared that the main point 
of the right hon. Baronet the Member 


for the Forest of Dean was one on which 
Sir Charles Ditke. 


{COMMONS} 


next they would have time properly to | 
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there was to be very little discussion, 
because of the time available under 
the Resolution proposed by the Prime 
Minister. But let them pause and con- 
sider who was responsible for the situation 
which was causing so much concern to the 
right hon. Gentleman and the House, 
Might he suggest to the right hon. Gentle- 
man that nothing had happened in the 
discussions on this Bill which was not 
to be expected on a measure of this 
character, introducing controversial sub- 
jects. Was it not to be expected that 
Members of the House should desire an 
opportunity of stating their views and 
of pressing such arguments as they 
thought best to bring to bear upon hon. 
Members and the House? That, ap- 
parently, had not been foreseen by 
the right hon. Gentleman. Was it sup- 
posed that the words in Sub-section 30, 
Section 1 of the Bill, which raised the 
whole question of political refugees, was 
not to be discussed? Did that not 
involve one of the most important rights 
we had been accustomed, here, to give 
to those who came to us from abroad ? 
Did it not involve the question ot the 
safe asylum of this country to those who 
were persecuted, and was not the House 
to have the opportunity of discussing 
moderately and fairly the proposition that 
an exception should be made in favour 
of those who came here solely for the 
purpose of avoiding prosecution for an 
offence of a political character. Under 
this Bill an asylum would be refused 
to a man who sought it in order to avoid 
prosecution for an offence of a political 
character. 


They had had three days discussion 
in Committee on this Bill and they were 
now told that that was too much. The 
ordinary man in the street would have 
known that this Bill was impossible of 
discussion in the five days it had been 
before the House. He understood that 
only eleven days of a total of seventy- 


three had been given to legislation. 
As a new Member of the House he 


had his lessons to learn, but he had 
been sitting and learning them now 
for some time, and he would have 
thought, even without becoming a 
Member and certainly withovt becoming 
Prime Minister, that it was possible to 
remedy that position with the greatest 
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ease. Those who were responsible for 
the conduct of the business of the House 
ought to foresee the amount of time that 
would be required for the measures they 
intended to introduce and to take pre- 
cautions to ensure sufficient time for 
their full discussion. The means by 
which the necessary time could have been 
secured was very simple, and entirely 
in the hands of the Prime Minister. 
Parliament might have met considerably 
earlier in the year—for he presumed 
the Government had then made up its 
mind to introduce this Aliens Bill, involv- 
ing the principles included in the sections 
not yet discussed. As a new Member 
he could not help saying that, judging 
irom his short experience of the way 
in which Parliamentary affairs weré 
conducted, the House of Commons, as 
a means of passing legislation, was a 
very ineffective body indeed. 


had 


dis- 


The principle to which he 
chiefly referred had not been 
cussed in Committee at all. Many 
Members on both sides of the House 
were anxious to discuss the question 
and have safeguards inserted. It was 
true that the Home Secretary had 
expressed his willingness to add after 
“avoid prosecution” the words “or 
punishment on religious grounds.” But 
that was a purely illusory concession. 
Whether it was a Russian Jew who had 
been persecuted or an Armenian Christian 
who had suffered in consequence of his 
religion, the case could not be brought 
within the terms “ punishment on reli- 
gious grounds.” The would-be immi- 
grant would have to show that he was 
avoiding prosecution for an offence, and, 
even though his life had been made 
unbearable, if he had not been threatened 
with prosecution he would not come 
within the provision. If the proposed 
concession meant that the Home Secre- 
tary desired to exclude from the opera- 
tion of the clause all who were forced to 
flee from their country because of perse- 
cution on religious grounds the words 
Were inept for the purpose. If, on the 


other hand, the right hon. Gentleman 
did not mean to exclude such persons 
from the operation of the clause, the 
concession was illusory and not intended 
» to have the effect desired by many 
5 Members on either side of the House. 


{5 JuLy 1905} 
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He therefore submitted that the Resolu- 
tion before the House ought not to have 
been proposed, and that greater time 
should have been allowed in order that 
the measure might be properly dis- 
cussed. 


Mr. A, J. BALFOUR: The House has 
listened to the first speech of an hon. and 
learned Gentleman who has a deservedly 
high reputation in other spheres of 
activity and whose intervention in our 
debates I am sure all of us welcome. If 
Imay venture a criticism, not upon the 
arguments which he advanced, but upon 
the appropriateness ‘of the occasion on 
which he advanced them, I would almost 
suggest that the hon. and learaed Member 
Was So impressed with the short space of 
time to be given to the discussions of 
points in which he is interested that he has 
anticipated the debate of Monday, and 
made now the speech which he is afraid 
he will be excluded by this Resolution 
from making on that occasion. I do not 
quarrel with the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man, and I raise no objection, except to 
say that I hope his example will not be 
followed in the course of the present 
debate. 


There was one point in the hon. 
and learned Gentleman’s speech which 
did not deal with the Bill, but which 
dealt with a subject more germane to 
the Amendment--namely, the  short- 
comings or the suppos:d shorccomings, 
of the Government in the manage- 
ment of public business, which, in the 
opinion of the hon. Member, had 
made the present Resolution necessary. 
He said the Government ought to have 
foreseen the length of the debates which 
would inevitably take place on this Bill, 
and should have taken such precautions 
in reference to those debates as to make 
any such special Re-olution as we are now 
discussing wholly unnecessary. I think, if 
the hon. and learned Gentleman had longer 
experience of this Assembly, he would 
know that no Government can have the 
means of precisely gauging the length of 
time which a particular debate will take, 
nor have they the power of taking pre- 
ciutions to prevent the earlier debates 
thrusting into a too distant period the 
discussions on any particular measure, 
Take the present session, How was it 
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possible for the Government to foresee 


that the discussions in Committee of 
| Amendments would not be moved, and 


Supply earlier in the year would be 
carried to the length to which they 
actually were? For my part, I do not 
deny that I think those discussions were 
far too long. They actually brought us 
within the verge of breaking the law 
which governs the financial relations of 
the country, and it was only by asking 
the House to take those very precautions 
which the hon. and learned Gentleman 
speaks of that we avoided that calamity. 
We did try to take precautions. We 
did our best to limit discussions 
in the early days of Supply, and how 
were we met? We were met by the 
Opposition spending two days in dis- 
cussing the action we took and in doing 
their very best to prevent us from taking 
any precautions whatever against what 
we regarded as an unusual duration of 
debate. I do not complain of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite taking that course if 
they thought it desirable; but it is not 
fair criticism for hon. Gentlemen to 
insist on both having their cake and 
eating it. If they insist on prolonging 
the discussion on necessary business 
earlier in the session, the time we can 
devote to legislative business in the latter 
part of the session must be curtailed. 
For hon. Gentlemen to prolong the 
debates on the earlier stages of Supply. 
and to abuse the Government because 
they try to prevent that prolongation 
assuming too gigantic proportions, and 
then to abuse the Government for taking 
no precautions seems to me the maximum 
of injustice, and shows a total want of 
comprehension of the way in which 
business is and must be carried on under 
our eXisting rules of procedure. 


Other strange criticisms were made on 
the conduct of the Government. For in- 
stance, the senior Member for Oldham said 
the proper method of dealing with the 
problem was to have all-night sittings on 
the Bill. 


Mr. EMMOTT: Did I say all-night ? 
I said suspend the twelve o’clock rule. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If that makes 


{COMMONS} 


|hon. Gentleman thought, be so incon- 
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venient to hon. Members that frivolous 


hon. Members would concentrate their 
whole attention on really important 
matters. I have had considerable experi- 
ence of late sittings, and I have never seen 
this happy result arrived at. On the con- 
trary, the very first thing that happens is 
that at about 12.30 or 12.45 some hon 
Gentleman moves the adjournment, 
pointing with indignant fingers to the 
clock and saying that at that hour of the 
night it is impossible to discuss ser.ous 
matters in proper a spirit. On discussing 
this Motion hon. Members spend half or 
three-quarters of an hour; it can only be 
brought to a conclusion by closure, and 
in the division another quarter of an hour 
is lost. That is the way in which the 
hon. Gentleman apparently thinks we 
should have best provided for the quiet 
sober discussion of the really important 
matters in this Bill, and avoided all 
extraneous matters of controversy. When 
thatis proposed by so important a Member 
ou the other side-—and it is the only re- 
medy proposed by the Opposition—I think 
we may estimate the difficulty of the 
situation and the impossibility of finding 
any other solution than that which we 
propose. 


There is one other point connected 
with the conduct of business. It 
was said that it would have been much 
wiser for the Government in the interests 
of discussion on this Bill to say before- 
hand how many days would be allowed 
for it, so that a better proportion could 
have been kept between the different 
clauses of the Bill, and the really im- 
portant points brought into relief. | 
think that is undoubted. It is perfectly 
true that it would have been much better 
could the allocation have been made 
before the Committee stage instead of 
after it had gone on two or three days. 
But what would have been said by 
hon, Gentlemen opposite if, without 
proof from experience of the length 
of time which they thought neces- 
sary for the discussion of the Bill, I 
had said that five days only should 


| be occupied by the Committee stage, and 
h 


ad asked the House to spend a 


any difference, I apologise. To carry on 'day in arranging the compartments in 
the debates late into the night would, the | which the Bill should be dealt with? 


Mr. A.J. Balfour. 
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That, of course, would have been an im- 
possible situation, and I should not have 
been listened to fora moment. This is 
another instance of the way in which hon. 
Gentlemen opposite complain of the 
Government for not adopting remedies 
which they themselves would repudiate 
in the most vehement language were they 
not the authors of the suggestion. It 
must be remembered that we have already 
spent three days on the firet clause. The 
second and third clauses, which are con- 
tained in the next compartment and will 
have to be dealt with on Monday, are non- 
controversial, and therefore practically 
the whole of Monday can, if hon. 
(rentlemen so desire, be devoted to the 
remainder of the first clause, the 
importance of which I am the last to deny. 
But surely four days in Committee is 
sufficient for the first clause of the Bill. 
On what proportion are you going to 
arrange your legislation if, in a Bill which 
is alleged to be of third-class importance, 
four days is not sufficient to deal with 
the first clause? You would never get 
through legislation at all if that were so. 
Iam not prepared to admit that the 
time given is too little; but I would 
remind right hon. and hon. Gentlemen 
opposite that, although questions which 
still have to be decided by the Com- 
mittee on Clause 1 have not all been 
already discussed, a very great number 
of them have, and that perhaps the 
majority of the topics which will 
come up finally for decision in 
the course of Monday have already 
enjoyed a preliminary discussion. 


On the wider issue of Home Rule all 
round raised by the hon.Member for Water- 
ford, I need hardly say 1 do not mean 
to dwell; but I may be allowed to express 
my opinion that whatever be the method 
of relieving this House of the duties 
which it insists on taking on itself, with 
regard to the discussion of Supply and 
other matters of Government criticism, 
it is vain to suppose that any delegation 
which would leave this House the legis- 
ative Chamber for the United Kingdom 
would have any effect in the way of 
lightening our labours. That must be 


done, partly by the self-control of Mem- 


bers, and partly bysome modification of 


oursystem. That we can do anything by 
‘such delegation is really a vain hope; 


{5 Juty 1905} 


‘hon. Gentlemen have only got to consider 
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the topics which do occupy our time in a 
session—to go through them one by one 
and see whether they can do without this 
or that. Any candid investigator, in 
whatever direction he may look for relief, 
will discover that it is not in such prac- 
tical changes as hon. Gentlemen appear 
to suggest. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) said the Prime Minister had 
talked a good deal about the guillotine 
being inevitable, and some of them 
agreed with him in that, but the point was 
that he had not attempted to justify the 
guillotine in this particular instance. The 
guillotine might be inevitable, but it was 
an inevitable evil, and he felt perfectly 
certain that the right hon. Gentleman 
would admit that it was not a remedy 
which ought to be resorted to unless it 
was perfectly clear that there were no 
other means open to the Government of 
getting this Bill through. Consequently 
the Government ought to justify the 
Resolution now before the House. He 
did not notice in the speech of the Prime 
Minister any attempt to justify the 
application of this drastic Resolution 
to the particular measure before the 
House. The right hon. Gentleman never 
said a word about the House having 
met three weeks later than usual after a 
prolonged holiday. [‘‘ No, no!”] The 
House met about the second or third 
week in February, and it generally 
met in January. [‘‘ No.”] The House 
generally met at the end of January if 
there was a big programme to put 
before it. Consequently the right hon. 
Gentleman sacrificed a fortnight or 
three weeks time which might have 
otherwise been devoted to measures of 
this kind. Everybody knew the reason 
why, for it was done deliberately. The 
Prime Minister promised his supporters 
when he invited them to attend more 
regularly that the work he would give 
them would not be very hard. That was 
the bargain he made with his supporters. 
Therefore, they were really paying to the 
extent of sacrificing Parliamentary in- 
stitutions and efficiency for the political 
troubles of a Prime Minister who 
could not keep his supporters together. 
They would not stay late, and they would 
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not come early, and the result was that 
the House of Commons had got to suffer, 
and precedents were being set up which 
future Governments would take advan- 
tage of. Every Government in the 
future would be pressed by its sup- 
porters to apply these precedents, and 
the pressure would be irresistible. The 
Prime Minister was setting up precedent 
after precedent which was really destroy- 
ing Parliamentary discussion in that 
House. 


He thought the Prime Minister ought 
to have made out some sort of a 
case not necessarily of Parliamentary ob- 
struction, but at any rate of overwhelm. 
ing difficulty in carrying through this 
Bill without a Resolution of this sort. 
What was the case? He had been going 
through the Amendments, and he found 
110 of them were down in the names 
of hon. Members sitting on the other side 
of the House, and only thirty-four in 
the names of Members sitting on the 
Opposition side. It was really very 
hard that because the Notice Paper had 
been overwhelmed by Amendments 
from the Ministerial side of the House 
the legitimate Opposition, upon 
whom devolved the duty of criticising 
Government measures, should be de- 
barred from a full opportunity of dis- 
cussion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The discussion 
has been mostly upon Amendments from 
the Opposition side. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that, like 
the Prime Minister, he had not been 
present during the whole of the dis- 
cussions upon this Bill, and consequently 
they were both dependent upon hearsay 
evidence. He had, however, another 
advantage over the Prime Minister, 
because he read the newspapers. One 
hon. Member opposite had got seventeen 
Amendments down and he had said that 
there would be plenty of time to discuss 
them. But what about the Amendments 
of other hon. Members? It was im- 
possible to discuss a Bill of this magni- 
tude in the two days placed at the disposal 
of the House by the Prime Minister. 

What was the real reason for these 
guillotine Resolutions? He excepted the 
case of the Education Bill, but in regard 

Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 
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to the others the Prime Minister had 
wasted the time in the first part of the 
session. He had made up his mind on one 
point only, namely, that the House must 
rise between the 11th and the 15th August, 
which meant the 12th. Having so many 
days to dispose of, he divided the time 
not with a view to the adequacy of the 
discussion but with a view to the exi- 
gencies of the 12th August. He thought 
the guillotine had come to stay until the 
House found some more rational and 
civilised method of getting through its 
business. But he did not think the time 
ought to be allocated by the Government 
of the day. That was a fatal error. The 
Government was bound to consider their 
own particular difficulties. There ought 
to be a Committee of Members of Parlia- 
mentary standing and experience, who 
should allocate the time for various 
measures. The Prime Minister had ad- 
mitted that the House of Commons was 
quite incapable of passing more than one 
big controversial measure in the course 
of a session, and it could not give full 
discussion to that. That was an epoch- 
making admission and it would have 
great results. The Education Bill took 
a whole year, and there was no 
obstruction in the Parliamentary sense. 
It was perfectly clear that they could 
not carry even one big controversial 
measure without some sort of arrange- 
ment in the direction of what the Prime 
Minister described as _ self-control, and 
under which there would be no induce- 
ment for any Party to waste time. 
Another alternative was that if they 
were obliged to have Resolutions of this 
character they ought to be discussed on 
their merits. In such a Committee as 
he had suggested he agreed that they 
could not eliminate partisanship, but it 
would be something like the Com- 
mittees upstairs and they would gradu- 
ally get together a body of men who 
would acquire judicial traditions, and 
they would examine these Bills. In 
this way they would establish some sort 


of rule which would prevent Governments | 
from setting up Resolutions such as this | 


and more especially such as the Resolu- 
tion of last year. When they got some 
sort of tradition and rule they would be 
independent of (Governments and of 


political considerations, and it would] 


save the House at any rate from what 
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scandal in the way of preventing dis- 
cussion. 
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He agreed with the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford that all these 
expedients were really temporary and 
the difficulty was that they really 
had too much work on hand. What 
was the reason why they were not 
getting through the work this session ? 
The Aliens Bill interested England, but 
it was not a real political problem in 
Wales. He was not sure that it inter- 
ested Scotland, and it did not interest 
Ireland at all. There were, however, 
problems which affected Scotland and 
there were two Scottish Bills, and Scotch 
Members had declared themselves in 
favour of this Resolution in order to 
get more time to carry through the 
Scotch Bills. They wanted to give 
inadequate discussion to an English Bill 
in order to get adequate discussion for 


Seotch Bills. On these measures dis- 
cussion would be carried on almost 
exclusively by Scotch Members and 


they would resent any interference by 
English or Welsh Members, whom they 
would accuse of introducing the con- 
troversial element. They knew how 
uncontroversial all Scotch topics were. 
Take the Scottish Church problem. 
That ought to be settled by Scotch 
Members, but they might have a discussion 
for a week or a fortnight, and conse- 
quently, because they insisted upon 
legislating upon things they did not 
understand and which would be better 
settled on the spot, the House was 
not allowed to discuss the Aliens Bill. 
They would probably never see the face 
of the Unemployed Bill again and they 
would not be allowed to touch the Work- 
men’s Compensation Bill at all. It 
was really a most unbusinesslike pro- 
ceeding for the representative House of 
the greatest commercial nation in the 
world. In Canada such questions as 
education and temperance were not 
dealt with by the Dominion Legislature, 
but by the local Legislatures,and yet he was 
recently informed by prominent Canadian 
statesmen that the Dominion Legislature 
had enough work to occupy it for six 
months and often had arrears which were 
passed on to the next session. Devolu- 
tion would not altogether settle the 


{5 Juty 1905} 
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problem. Problems were never settled 
in this world and that was what made 
it so interesting. At any rate, they 
appeared to be getting near, and, after all, 
they could do something better than 
this sort of futile thing which struck 
every new Member. 


(Procedure). 


He was interested in the admirable 
speech of the hon. and learned Member for 
Reading. What struck him most of all was 
that this was a futile place to come to do 
work,and that was what struck every busi- - 
ness man. Gradually they got accustomed 
to it; they got accustomed even to the 
Prime Minister, and that was what the 
people of this country could not under- 
stand. They almost wondered why 
physical force was not used towards 
him sometimes. They got accustomed 
to all this waste of time, while the business 
of the nation was not attended to. They 
had enormous problems on which the 
health, happiness, and comfort of millions 
of people depended, but they had to 
leave them all on one side because they 
could not find time to attend to them. 
They were attending to things that 
people did not want attended to, and 
which could be much better attended to 
on the spot. No one knew it better than 
the Prime Minister himself. The right 
hon. Gentleman was handicapped by 
his Party. He had more than admitted 
the whole case for devolving work on 
local Assemblies. He, himself, was not 
quite certain that they would not always 
have these guillotine Resolutions which 
were crippling free debate. Hon. Mem- 
bers now on the Government Benches 
would be opposing Motions of this 
character in the course of two or three 
years, and no one with more fire than the 
Attorney-General, who would trot out all 
these speeches again with the same 
emphasis, and probably he would quote 
speeches delivered on this side of the 
House in criticism of this particular Reso- 
lution, and he would probably feel it too. 
At any rate, he was enough of an artist 
to do that. But this was really not 
getting on with business. [Laughter and 
cheers.] He was glad that hon. Members 
opposite agreed. Hon. Members opposite 
wanted to prevent business being done 
here. He was not making any obser- 
vation in any sense offensive to them ; 


if they were opposed to reform they did 
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not want too much work done. No 
one was interested in the present state 
of things except those who had a vested 
interest in wrong and injustice in this 
country. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said his 
belief was that the House was perfectly 
competent for the performance of the 
business that properly belonged to it. 
He was firmly convinced that any such 
scheme as the hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site had suggested, namely, the handing 
over to a Committee the choice of busi- 
ness, and the constituting of a sort of 
permanent Committee of executioners, 
would be the most impracticable method 
of all. He thought they could pass only 
one big controversial Bill in a session. 
[Cries of “Oh!”] How many did they 
want ? His belief was that that was 
quite enough. It was generally too 
much. The true business of Parliament 
was not to pass Acts of Parliament, but 
to deliberate upon them, and in nine 
cases out of ten to show that they ought 
not to be passed. If they wanted their 
one great measure passed, there was 
something, he admitted, to be said for 
the device of calling Parliament together 
very early in the year, say at the end 
of January, and introducing the big 
controversial measure immediately, or 
as soon as they could, and setting to 
work at once and prosecuting it to the 
end. There were Leaders of the House 
in the old days who managed that way, 
and who did pass very great measures 
without any power of closure, and 
without any compartmental guillotine. 
But they were riders who rode the 
House with a light touch, and found it 
unnecessary to resort to any of these 
terrific and drastic remedies. 


The remedies of hon. Gentlemen opposite 
werecounsels of despair. He confessed that 
he regarded this Resolution as the out- 
come of the counsels of violence. He did 
not think the system of compartmental 
closure by guillotine as applied in the 
past had been encouraging for the 
future. The last example was the Edu- 
cation Bill of 1902. In his opinion it 


was that alone which made the Bill 
unworkable, and the House of Commons 
otherwise could have made it workable. 
Although this Resolution would certainly 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


{COMMONS} 
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be passed, he doubted whether it would 
get the majority of 132 by which that 
closure Resolution was carried in 1902. 
But if ever there was a Bill which required 
the work which the House did so well in 
Committee it was the Aliens Bill. In 
this Bill it was not so much the principle 
that was in question. That part of the 
measure which would exclude criminal and 
diseased aliens all Members in all parts 
of the House were agreed upon. Where 
the difficulty in this Bill came in was in 
rendering it workable. It was precisely 
there where the House of Commons had 
always had great success. If they allowed 
any sort of Bill to go through Committee 
of this House comparatively unclosured, 
whatever defects it might have, it would 
most undoubtedly be a workable Bill, 
That was why the Education Bill had 
proved so lamentably unworkable. The 
present Bill had been claimed as a first 
step towards protection. They had been 
told by the nght hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Birmingham that it was 
useless to keep out men unless they also 
kept out the articles they made, and 
that was to be done by the famous 10 
per cent. on manufactured articles. He 
did not know whether his right hon. 
friend the Prime Minister admitted the 
claim that he was a convert to protection 
because this Bill was a first step inevitably 
to be followed by a second step towards 
protection. But it was believed by a 
good judge of protection to have that 
element in it. Therefore the Bill had 
another interest for himself. 

This Resolution had a two-fold side. It 
involved closure, and it, more or less, 
directly involved protection. His small 
differences with His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment had almost all turned on attempts 
to reduce the power, independence, and 
usefulness of this House. Any other 
differences had involved questions in 
regard to taxes on food. This Resolution 
involved both these points. The Resolu- 
tion did undoubtedly diminish the power 
of the House, and, as he should show, it 
did other things of an entirely novel 
character. For the first time a Motion 
of this sort dealt with the Chairman of 
Ways and Means. The House knew that 
the Chairman of Ways and Means had 
great authority. He had power when 
private business was set down at a morn- 
ing sitting, absolutely to settle at what 
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evening sitting it should be taken. His 
power extended even to the evening 
sitting, which was allocated to Supply in 
contradiction of the Order on that subject. 
This Resolution interfered with the 
Chairman’s inherent right to put down 
private business at an evening sitting 
because it prescribed that no opposed 
private business should be set down on 
the dates mentioned. He did not know 
whether that would be attempted to be 
justified when they came to it. There 
was another thing that was new in this 
Resolution. In all previous Resolutions 
of this kind a proviso had been made that 
the closure power should only be applied 
when the Bill set down was the first order 
of the day. That was not stated here, and 
it was conceivable that the result might be 
that on the first Monday, if the Aliens 
Bill was set down as second, third, or 
fourth order, it might not be reached 
until a late hour at night, and after an 
hour’s discussion it might be closured. 
In all probability the Prime Minister 
did not mean that. He supposed the 
right hon. Gentleman would not object 
to put in words carrying out his intention. 


There was one other very grave objection 
to compartmental closure. The Govern- 
ment assumed that nobody had any 
knowledge of the Bill but the Government, 
that nobody had any brains but the 
Government, that nobody was capable 
of conceiving an Amendment to the Bill 
but the Government, and that no other 
Member could have an Amendment 
which should be voted on. The Govern- 
ment made the reservation that their 
Amendments were to be voted on without 
debate, and that no other body’s Amend- 
ments were to be voted on. It seemed 
to him possible that there might be some 
Members in the House as able as the 
Home Secretary. They might expect 
the Government, at any rate, if a Member 
had drawn an Amendment, to allow it to 
be voted upon. This closure Resolution 
was one more confession of the failure of 
the 1902 rules which were to settle 
everything. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I said exactly 
the reverse. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the right 
hon. Gentleman stated that the rules 
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would shorten debate. He made that 
statement not in a speech, but in reply to 
an hon. Member opposite. The rules 
had not had the effect of shortening 
debate. The argument for this Resolution 
was that the debates on the Aliens Bill 
would go on at interminable length. He 
very sincerely regretted that his right 
hon. friend had thought it necessary to 
introduce this instrument of torture by 
which the debating of the Bill was to be 
prevented. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said he had 
come to the conclusion that the speech 
delivered that afternoon by the Prime 
Minister was one of the most important 
they had ever heard even from him. He 
agreed with the hon. Member for the 
Carnarvon Boroughs that this was not 
exactly business, and he would ask the 
Prime Minister whether he would not 
endeavour to modify the Resolution in 
order to meet the objections which had 
been levelled against it. It had been 
pointed out that a better arrangement 
would have been to introduce the Bill at 
an earlier,part of the session. Why was 
the Bill not put down for Second Reading 
before Whitsuntide? The right hon. 
Gentleman had told the House how few 
days had been devoted to legislation. 
The right hon. Gentleman could have 
arranged differently, and he could easily 
have provided a few more days than those 
which he had given. If this Resolution 
was passed what chance would there be 
for any concession being made to the 
Opposition as the Bill proceeded ? The 
whole proceedings would be automatic. 
The right hon. Gentleman in charge of 
the Bill would think that it would be 
foolish to yield anything to the Opposi- 
tion because he knew that, when the in- 
evitable hour came, he would get the 
section of the Bill. He did think that 
when a severe and drastic rule of this 
kind was adopted the House was put 
in a most unsatisfactory position. He 
wished to remind the Prime Minister 
that it had been pointed out that with the 
best of intentions it would be impossible 
for the House to get through the mass of 
business allotted for the first day under 
the closure scheme. There was the 
remainder of Clause 1 to be settled, and 
then there was Clause 2 which dealt with 
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the immigration board, and Clause 3 with 
which they were in agreement with the 
Government. But if the right hon. 
Gentleman took advantage of that agree- 
ment to hope that a long clause would 
go through without a single opinion 
being expressed regarding it, he was 
labouring under a misapprehension. It 
would be impossible for the House to deal 
adequately with all the great questions 
involved in the first day’s work. 


1205 


This proposal was very different to any 
closure proposals previously moved. The 
Prime Minister was taking a second great 


revolutionary step with regard to the | 


business of the House. The first step 
was the automatic closure of Supply. 


The right hon. Gentleman had_ worked | 


that closure for ten years and the result 


was that he had been able to place | 


an increased expenditure on the backs 
of the people of this country. He 
had introduced an era of extravagance 
such as the country had never before 
witnessed. In time they would have a 
Standing Order under which every Bill 
with no more than three clauses would 
be closured on the first day ; one with any 
thing from three to eight clauses would be 
closured in five days; anda Bill with any- 
number of clauses exceeding eight would 
only be allowed ten days for discussion. 
If the closure were introduced in this 
way the result would be that opposition 
to the measure would break out in the 
country after the Bill had been passed 
and there would be a_ recrudescence 
of legislation such as the British House 
of Commons had never yet had to face. 
The Education Bill was closured by 
compartments, and during the first year 
that it was in force there were 22,000 
prosecutions for breaking the law, whilst 
in the second year the number of prosecu- 
tions rose to 32,000. The number of 
people imprisoned during the first year 
for resisting the Education Act was 
twenty-four and that number increased 
to 189 in the second year. That was 


the sort of trouble caused by unduly | 


closuring debate. 


A great deal had been said about the 
Amendments put down by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite; but he thought that 
should be placed to their credit. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Croydon had made a most useful con- 


Mr. Lough. 


{COMMONS} 


(Procedure). 


1204 


tribution to the debate, and he hoped 
other hon. Members sitting behind 
the Prime Minister would follow that 
;example. Most of the opposition had 
/come from the Government Benches and 
| was based on theground that the proposals 
;could not be worked. He was bound 
| to say that the interference of the Attor- 
'ney-General had not up to the present 
| been either happy or useful, but then 
|it had to be remembered that a lawyer 
‘could not grasp business subtleties, 
| This was not the first Bill they had seen 
| upon the alien question. There was the 
| Bill of last year which they were told 
was like a page of Holy Writ, and to 
oppose it was a piece of wickedness. 
| That Bill had gone and another measure, 


perhaps also of inspiration, but formed 
/on quite different lines to last year’s 
| Bill, had been brought them. The 
| immigrant ship which was absent from 
‘the Bill of last year sailed across every 
‘page of this year’s measure, and the 
/expenses which last year were to be 
‘thrown upon the State were now to 
ibe borne by the shipowner. Some 
supporters of the Government who 
| professed to represent the shipowners 
| were subservient enough to accept that 
| liability ; but they were not entitled to 
speak for the British shipowners. Then 
|the Prime Minister had not listened to 
the debate for the first two davs, but he 
looked in on the third day with the 
closure Resolution in his pocket. He 
appealed to the right hon. Gentleman 
to promise as much time as he could 
give for the discussion, and if he would 
go to the further length of saying he 
would meet one or two criticisms from 
that side of the House in a friendly 
husag he would facilitate the procved- 
‘ings. They did not oppose all parts of 
ithe Bill, and the question remained. 
whether it was not wise for the Govern- 
ment to take what they could get, and, 
if that was not sufticient for the purposes 
of the country, to amend the Bill here- 
after. 





*Mr. SHACKLETON (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) understood that the object 
of the Prime Minister’s proposal was to 
cut down the time for discussion and to 
make certain of one measure this year. 





He could quite conceive that the action 
of the Opposition on the Second 
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Realing debate might give rise to an 
idea that the country wanted the Bill, 
but the only construction to be placed 
on such an idea was that if the 
Opposition only gave the Government 
plenty of rope they would hang them- 
selves. It was a great mistake to think 
the country wanted this Bill. When a 
measure was being pressed forward by 
the Government at the desire of the 
people, it was usual to find a number of 
deputations from the people interested, 
but in this case no organisation of work- 
men had so far expressed an opinion 
in favour of the measure. In fact, all 
the evidence went to show that the 
workmen of the country were against 
it. The Government were pressed for 
time and proposed to cut out some of 
the most important Amendments on 
the Paper. Two-thirds of those Amend- 
ments were framed by the supporters 
of the Government, and if those hon. 
Members were honest in their endeavour 
to improve this Bill they would oppose 
the Government on this proposal. No 
opportunity was to be given to rey re- 
sentatives of workmen to debate the 
questions of contract labour. If the 
Government had been as anxious to 
press forward the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act he would have supported 
them. That measure was mentioned 
in both last and this year’s King’s 
speeches, but no opportunity was to be 
giver to pass the Bill, although sup- 
port was accorded on all sides to the 
Home Secretary when he introduced 
it. Then the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
had been brought face to face with the 
problem of the unemployed and had 
realised that something must be done, 
but no step was to be taken to put the 
right hon. Gentleman’s good intentions 
into law this year. He should do his 
best with the other Labour Members 
to fight against the proposals of the 
(rovernment in this matter. 


{5 JuLy 1905} 


| Minister. 


Mr. CHURCHILL (Oldham) desired | 


to offer his sincere congratulations to the 
Prime Minister, first, upon the general 


tone and temper of the debate, and in the | 


second place because it had been one of 


the best days in the whole session for the | 
right hon. Gentleman, who usually re- | 


VOL. CXLVIII. 
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garded Parliamentary business as being 
very dull. The right hon. Gentleman 
looked upon the hours spent in the House 
as a spell upon the Parliamentary tread- 
mill, and as part of the purchase price of 
office and power. There was one ex- 
ception to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
dislike to the House of Commons, and 
that was on an occasion when a guillotine 
Resolution had to be introduced. Supply 
was tedious, votes of censure were 
annoying, Irish debates the right hon. 
Gentleman had heard so often before ; 
he detested reference to a matter before a 
Judicial Committee, and he could not 
bear to hear anything relating to the fiscal 
question, but only let some proposal for 
restricting debate be put before the 
House, and the right hon. Gentleman 
was perfectly delighted. He was to be 
found in his place from the beginning to 
the end of thedebate, which he took under 
his own especial charge, and there was no 
doubt that the right hon. Gentleman that 
day had been thoroughly pleased with 
the work upon which he had been en- 
gaged, and with the general tenour and 
course of the debate. 


(Procedure). 


He (Mr. Churchill) would like to 
point ovt that progress under the 
Bill would have been quicker if it 


had been better drafted. They had 
discovered some palpable absurdities, 
such as the question of the exclusion 
of cabin passengers from the operation of 
the Bill, and the taking of immigrants 
into this country who had been rejected 
by America. There were in this Bill 
gross flaws, to discover which it did not 
require any factious or partisan spirit. 
Delay had also been caused by the 
statistics brought forward in support of 
the Bill. He would like to impress upon 
the Prime Minister that there was a real 
opposition to this Bill in the counery, 
and particularly so in that part of the 
country represented by the Prime 
There was a real and earnest 
opposition in the constituency of Man- 
chester. A meeting was held there the 
other day, presided over by a Con- 
servative candidate, and supported by a 
number of Conservative Members, at 
which Amendments to the Bill were ad- 
vocated, and it was particularly signifi- 
cant that although the meeting was not 
258 
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unfavourable to the general idea of 
keeping out aliens, it was of opinion that 
this Bill might be improved. 
the opposition displayed, 
was clearly above partisanship, it was 
a little unseemly that rumours had 
been rife in the Press and the lobby 
that at the very earliest moment the 
Government would impose the guillotine 
proposals. 


It had been pointed out that 
the Prime Minister was_ responsible 
for the difficulty in which the House 
found itself. He would not attempt 
to elaborate the point, because it had 
been clearly put before them, but, when 
they considered how frequently the 
guillotine was now resorted to, no one 
could help asking how it was that in 
sessions which were exceptionally light 
in a legislative programme it was always 
necessary to fall back on these very 
drastic measures. The First Lord of the 
Treasury had changed his opinion very 
much on the subject of the closure since 
Ik83. The right hon. Gentleman was 


then one of the most strenuous opponents , 


to it. He remembered ten years ago 
listening to a speech by the right hon. 
Gentleman, in which he denounced the 
iniquity of the closure, but now he had 
overcome all those scruples. He (Mr. 
Churchill) was far from saying that the 
conclusion was altogether a wrong one. 
He was in agreement with the hon. 
Member for Carnarvon Boroughs, who had 
advocated the adoption of a time-table 
on all Bills, to be regulated by a Com- 
mittee sitting upstairs. That plan would 
be brought very much nearer by the 
action of the Prime Minister that day. 
He did not think they would lose very 
much by the application of this guillotine 


proposal. The Bill would go to the 


country in the shape of an unworkable 


measure and there were not wanting 
signs of a transference of power. The 
life of this Government was drawing to 
a close. This unworkable Bill would 
have to be administered by another 


Government, and the procedure which | 


had been attacked—— 


And, it being half-past Seven of the 
clock, the debate stood adjourned till 
this Evening’s Sitting. 

Mr. Churchill. 


{COMMONS} 


In face of , 
which | 


(Procedure). 
EVENING SITTING. 


ALIENS BILL (PROCEDURE). 


Order read, for resuming adjourned 
debate on Amendment to Question 
[5th July], “That the proceedings in 
Committee and on Report of the Aliens 
Bill, including proceedings on the finan- 
cial Resolution relating thereto, shall, un- 
less previously disposed of, be brought to 
a conclusion at the times and in the 
manner hereinafter mentioned :— 

(a) The proceedings in Committee 
on the remaining part of Clause 
1, and Clauses 2 and 3, and on 


the Committee stage of the 
financial Resolution, shall be 
brought to a conclusion on 


Monday, the 10th of July. 


(6) The proceedings on the Report 
stage of the financial Resolution, 
and in Committee on Clauses 
4, 5, 6, and 7, shall be brought 
to a conclusion at the termina- 
tion of the Afternoon Sitting on 
Tuesday, the llth of July. 

(c) The proceedings in Committee 
on the remaining Clauses of 
the Bill, on any new Clauses or 
Schedules, and any other pro- 
ceedings necessary to bring the 
Committee stage to a conclusion, 
shall be brought to a conclu- 
sion at the termination of the 
Evening Sitting on Tuesday, 
the llth of July. 

(d) The consideration of the Report 
of the Bill shall be appointed 
for Monday, the 17th of July, 
and shall be brought to a con- 
clusion on that day. 


(e) At Ll p.m. on Monday, the 10th 
of July, and at 6.30 p.m. on 


Tuesday, the 11th of July, and. 


at 12 midnight on Tuesday, the 
ith of July, and at 11 p.m. on 
Monday, the 17th of July, the 
Chairman or Speaker shall forth- 
with put the Question or Ques- 
tions on any Amendment or 
Motion already proposed from 
the Chair, and shall next proceed 
successively to put forthwith 
the Question on any Amend- 
ments moved by the Govern- 
ment of which notice has been 
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given (but no other Amend- 
ments), and on every Question 
necessary to dispose of the 
business allotted to the day or 


sitting. 
(f) In the case of Government 


Amendments, or of Government 
new Clauses or Schedules, he 
shall put only the Question 
that the Amendment be made 
or that the Clause or Schedule 
be added to the Bill, as the 
case may be. 


The Third Reading of the Bill shall be 
put down for the Evening Sitting on 
Wednesday, the 19th of July, and at 
12 midnight on that day the Speaker 
shall put forthwith any Question neces- 
sary to conclude the proceedings on that 
stage of the Bill. 


The proceedings to which this Order 
relates shall not be interrupted except 
at the Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 p.m. on 
the 10th and 17th of July, under the 
provisions of any Standing Order relating 
to the Sittings of the House. 


After the passing of this Order, on any 
day or at any Sitting to which Business is 
allotted under this Order, no dilatory 
Motion on the Bill or Resolution, and no 
Motion to postpone a Clause of the Bill, 
shall be received unless moved by a 
Minister in charge of the Bill, and the 
(Juestion on any such Motion shall be 
put forthwith. 


#No Motion under Stanting Order 10 
shall be received on the 10th, 11th, 17th, 
or 19th July, and no opposed Private 
Business shall be set down at the Evening 
Sitting for consideration on those days. 


If Progress be reported, the Chairman 
shall put this Order in force in any sub- | 
sequent sitting of the Committee.”— 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


Which Amendment was— 


“In line 1, to Jeave out from the word 
‘That,’ to the end of the Question, and insert. | 
the words ‘having regard to the small amount | 
of time already devoted to the consideration of | 
the Aliens Bill in Committee, and the failure 
of the Government to press forward the 


measure at an earlier period of the session, 
this House declines to assent to any propesal 
thaving as its object the prevention of legiti- 
mate discussion on matters vitally affecting 
the liberty of the subject.’ ”—(Mr. Dalziel.) 








{5 Jury 1905} 
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Question again proposed, “ That the 
word ‘the,’ in line 1, stand part of the 
Question.” 


(Procedure). 


Sir CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) said he was quite unable to under- 
stand the meaning of the constant attacks 
made upon the Prime Minister on ac- 
count of his alleged absence from the 
debates in that Chamber. Students of 
history would remember that when Lord 
North occupied the position of his right 
hon. friend the Prime Minister he also was 
constantly subjected to these attacks, 
but what was his reply when accused of 
being asleep during the course of a 
debate ? Lord North said, “ Asleep! I 


only wish to God I was.” His right 
hon. friend was too polite to go 


to sleep, and had to absent himself 
on business connected with the nation, 
and that was the only reason why he 
absented himself from the House. 
He no why the Prime 
Minister should be expected to be in his 
place to listen to such frequent and 
frivolous attacks as those of the hon. 
Member for Oldham. Neither Mr. 
Gladstone, during the Home Rule Bill, 
nor Sir William Harcourt, during his 
Budget Bill, was present during the whole 


saw reason 


of the discussions on those measures. in 
point of fact, Sir William Harcourt 
on more than one occasion told him 


that he was obliged to go out sometimes 
because flesh and blood could stand it 
no longer. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cornwall, 
Camborne) asked whether the hon. 
Member was in order. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Mem- 
ber for Oldham made an animated 
attack on the Prime Minister for his 
absence; and the hon. and gallant 
Member for Essex has constituted him- 


self the Prime Minister’s defender. I 


i think he ought to be allowed to make 


his defence. 


Stir CARNE RASCH said that the only 


|remedy for the waste of time was to 
‘curb the exuberance of verbosity on 


both sides of the House. Every other 
Legislative Assembly and place of busi- 
ness had a time limit. Why should 
28 2 
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not this House have one ? 
House had adopted the principle on 
more than one occasion, but had never | 
allowed a measure providing for a time 
limit to pass into law. 


*Mayor EVANS GORDON 
Hamlets, Stepney) said that he had been 
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Also the | 
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be decided by a Committee, would such 


Committee have given more than four 


days to the discussion of Clause 1? Tf 
/so the proposal would not resu't in 
/economising the time of the House 


| 


(Tower | 
| hon. 


charged by the right hon. Member for | 
the Forest of Dean with having at the | 


of the session announced 
Government intended to make 
That state- 


beginning 
that the 
early use of the guillotine. 
ment was without foundation. 
never had any communication with the 
Prime Minister on the subject, and he 
never said anything like the words 
attributed to him. He did express the 
hope that the Government would use 
all the machinery in their power to 
pass the Bill; and he rejoiced that that 
course had been adopted. He asserted 
that the Bill was widely supported by 
the public, as revealed in resolutions 
passed at public meetings, and especially 
in the East End of London, urging 
the Government to produce and carry 


a measure on the lines of that 
which was now before the House, 
resolutions which were supported, 


by many supporters of 
He traversed the 


had 


he might add, 
the Party opposite. 
statement that insufficient time 


He had | 


‘now put,”’ 


been allotted for the discussion of this | 


Bill. 
sial clause. With regard to the rest of 
the Bill there was practical unanimity. 


Carnarvon were adopted, and the amount 
of time to be allotted to each Bill were to 


Clause 1 was the only controver- | 


|He hoped the Government would not 


be alarmed by what was said hy 

Members opposite as to the feel- 
ing of the average man in the country 
with regard to the procedure that was 
now being taken. His belief was that 
the average man did not care two- 
pence about the procedure of the House. 
Rather he looked with amazement on the 
rules of procedure, the extraordinary 
manner in which business was conducted, 
and on the outrageous waste of time 
that took place in discussing weekly 
Motions for adjournment and votes of cen- 
sure, and goodness knew what be-ides, 
which resulted in matters of importance 
not being discussed at all. The country 
would rejoice that the closure had been 
enforced, and that the Government had 
determined to pass the Aliens Bill into 
law as quickly as possible. 


Mr. DALzIeL rose in iis place, and 
claimed to move, ‘‘ That the Question 
be now put.” 


** That 
put, and 


the Question be 
agreed to. 


(Juestion, 


Question put accordingly, “ That the 
word ‘the’ in line 1, stand part of the 


| Question.” 
li the suggestion of the hon. Member for | 


The House divided : 146 ; Noes, 


107. (Division List No. 


— Ayes, 
242.) 
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Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) said he 
wished to move an Amendment and a 
consequential Amendment which would 
make the first paragraph read: “ That | 
the proceedings in Committee and on the | 
Report of the Aliens Bill shall be set | 
down as the first Order of the day.” He | 
thought that that would secure the sus- | 
pension of the twelve o’clock rule and | 
enable the House to revert to the old- 
fashioned dinner hour, which would be | 
of considerable advantage. 


Aliens Bill 


*Mr. SPEAKER szid that if that was | 
the object of the hon. Member he thought 
it would be clearly outside the realm of | 
relevancy. 


Mr. WHITLEY asked if it would be | 
in order to move the suspension of the 
twelve o’clock rule in the Standing | 
Orders in order to devote more time to | 
a particular Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that a Motion to | 
suspend the twelve o’clock rule must be 
made under the Standing Orders of the 
House. What the hon. Member wanted 
to do by a side wind was to make an 
entire divergence from the Standing 
Orders of the House. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he accepted Mr. | 
Speaker’s ruling on that point, and would 
raise the question in another form. 


Mr. DALZIEL moved the Amend- | 
ment standing in his name, viz., in lines 
1 and 2 to leave out “and on Report.” 
The effect of this Amendment, he said, 
would be that the time devoted to the 
Report stage would not be included in 
the compartments and that the House 
would have more time to discuss the 
various matters which must come up on 
the Report stage. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Forest of Dean 
had shown most conclusively that there 
would not be adequate time to con- 
sider the question of political refugees 
and the victims of religious persecutions. 
The only two occasions on which the | 
House could review the decisions of the | 
Committee were on the Report stage | 
and the Third Reading. | 

| 


The Govern- | 
ment had taken an evening sitting for | 
the Third Reading of the most important | 
Bill of the session. That was a complete | 


COMMONS} 


|Home Secret ury. 
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farce, and, therefore, they were bound 
to fall back on the demand to have 
more time on the Report stage. If the 
Government had made up their mind 
to shut their ears to all criticism it was 
just as well that the House should know 
it and proceed accordingly. He appealed 
to the Prime Minister, who knew that 
sometimes the Government gained by 
showing some conciliation, to give hon. 
Members additional time for the con- 
sideration of the most vital points of 


the Bill. The right hon. Gentle- 
man might say that, so far as he 
/could see, the Committee would have 


an opportunity of considering all these 
points, but that it was not in the hands 
of any particular individual or of the 
Prime Minister himself. He besought 


| the right hon. Gentleman to view this 


Amendment with favour. He 


to move. 


begged 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In line l to leave out the words “and on 
Report.’ °—(.Wr, Dalziel.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
‘and on Report’ stand part of the 
Question.”’ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he thought 
the hon, Gentleman must, if he reflected 
on the matter, see that the adoption of 
his Amendment would render nugatory 
the whole arrangements the Govern- 
ment had made to pass this Bill in the 
period mentioned in the Resolution. — [t 
was therefore impossible for the Govern- 
ment to accept the Amendment. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said that there were no fewer than 
twenty Amendments to the Bill stand- 
ing on the Paper in the name of the 
That was to say that 
the Bill when it passed through Com- 
mittee would be in quite a different form 
from that which it now was. In these 
circumstances was it reasonable, before 


they had the amended Bill in print be- 


fore them, to tie the hands of the House 
as to the action they might take on 
Report or as to the particular time which 
should be given to Report? He would 
also point out that it would be perfectly 
open to the Prim> Minister, after the 
Bill had passed through Committee, to 
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bring in a similar Resolution, which he 


| could pass in half an hour if he treated 


the Opposition in a conciliatory spirit. 
He had no doubt that the House would 
take the Report stage reasonably if 
that concession were made; but it was 
treating the House with contempt to 
ask them to discuss a Bill which was not 
before them. 


Mr. WHITLEY said he did hope that 
the right hon. Gentleman would exclude 
the Report stage from his Resolution, or, 
in some other way, give more time than 
was now set down for the discussion of 
the vitil points in the Biil. He would 
give one illustration which, unless they 
had the opportunity they desired, showed 
the kind of thing that would happen. 
He had brought up a question relating 
to one of his own constituents, a work- 
man who desired to return to this country 
from the United States, but who would 
be excluded by the Bill as it stood. It 
was admitted by those in charge of the 
Bill that that was a perfectly just cause 
of complaint, and that it had not occurred 
to those who drafted the Bill. The 
Attorney-General had promised to meet 
that case, and also the case of the [rish- 
Americans, and 01 that promise being 
made they had withdrawn their Amend- 
ment. But in the course of the day the 
Attorney-General had given notice of 
an Amendment which was hopelessly 
unsatisfactory, and there would be 
nothing to prevent a_ British - born 
subject being treated as an alien, or 
even as an undesirable alien. Unless 
they had more time allowed to 
deal with the Report stage they would 
not be able to deal with the promise 
of the Attorney-General, and they would 
be obliged to accept whatever words 
he put down on the Paper. Personally, 
he should not be sorry, because every 
case which arose in his constituency 
would be a valuable asset, and he was 
sure it would be found to be the same 
all over the country. Two days in Com- 
inittee was absolutely inadequate, and 
there was practically to be no Report stage 
at all. He warned the Prime Minister 


that if he forced the Bill through in this 
way he would be sorry in the future for 
having treated legislation in this slip- 
shod fashion. 
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become an American citizen and wished 
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Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) reminded the 
House that in response to an appeal made 
to him by the hon. and learned Member 
for Waterford the Attorney-General 
consented to put in words which would 
meet the Irish case. Certainly the 
Report stage would be the place to make 
any alterations of proposals which would 
not have the effect desired. He did 
not think the framers of this Bill could 
have had the Irish case in mind at all. 


(Procedure). 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


is not now discussing the Amendment. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
RoBERY Fintay, Inverness Burghs): 
The case which I promised to provide for 
was the Irishman who had become an 
American citizen and wished to visit 
Ireland. 


Mr. FLYNN said that if they were 
not satisfied with the words put down 
by the Attorney-General, then their 
only chance of altering them would be 
on the Report stage. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Trrone, 8.) said 
that the whole case raised by them on a 
previous occasion was that these Irish- 
men, who were naturalised Americans, 
should not be interfered with by this Bill 
in case they wished to retura to their 


own country. The financial Resolution 


might take up the whole day. The 
Government had admitted that they 


had not considered this poiut. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: But we have 


considered it. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Then no pro- 
vision has bxe. made for it. Were they 
to run the risk of these people being in- 
terfered with ? When a clear grievance 
was pointed out he thought they ought 
to be afforded time to discuss it. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: I do not 
think that this point is relevant to the 
Amendment, because it relates to a 
British subject who has gone to another 
country and then returns to his own 
country to remain. The point the other 
day was that of an Irishman who had 
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to visit Ireland, and I have now suggested 
words to meet that case. 


Mr. FLYNN: And the words you 


have submitted are quite unacceptable. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) said that the 
words which had been put down would 
not meet more than 5 per cent. of the 
Trish cases. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
proceeding to discuss a future Amend- 
ment, he must confine his remarks to 
the Amendment before the House. 


Mr. FLAVIN said that quite 95 per 
cent. of the Irishmen who went abroad 
became citizens of the country to which 
they went, and according to this Bill 
they would be treated as aliens. That 
was what he wished to protest against, 
and they would use every means in their 
power on the Report stage to protect 
their own people from such treatment. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said 
that the Attorney-General gave them a 
distinct pledge during the Committee 
stage that words would be introduced on 
the Report stage to meet the Irish case. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that what 
he stated was that he would see whether 
words could be introduced, without 
prejudice to the general principle of the 
Bill, to meet the particular case quoted, 
which was the case of an Irishman going 
to America, becoming naturalised there, 
and then returning to Ireland on a visit. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must again point 
out that this point is out of order, and 
[ really think that it must close now. 


{COMMONS} 
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to point out that if they did not have an 
opportunity of discussing the words which 
would be submitted, the pledge which the 
Attorney - General had given to them 
would be no use at all. The words which 
were now submitted were most unsatis- 
factory. 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare. 8.) said the 
object of this Amendment was that they 
should be allowed more time for the 
Report stage. The Attorney-General had 
given them a promise that he would bring 
| up words which would meet the caseof the 
| Irishman who had gone to America and 
| become naturalised and who wanted 
| to return to his native country and end 
his days in Ireland. The words sug- 
gested would not meet this case, and 
under the Bill these Irishmen would be 
treated as undesirable aliens. 





Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.) said that 
any person under sixteen years of age 
going to America was entitled to become 
a citizen, and the majority of those who 
went from Ireland to America were under 
sixteen, and, consequently, they became 
citizens of the United States. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 


is discussing another Amendment. 


Mr. LUNDON said that all he wished 
to point out was that a very small part 
of the men affected by this Bill would be 
those who came home to see their friends 
in Ireland. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 174; Noes, 
145. (Division List No. 245.) 
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Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Sir EW( BrySEdnv nds 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,Marg of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath, Sir James(StatfordsNW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford,W 
Hoxg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F(Shettield, Brightside 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hozier, Hn. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jettreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt Hn. Col.W 
Kerr, John 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymow 
Knowles, Sir Lees 


Lambton, Hn. Fredk. Wm. 
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Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Charles P. 
Austin, Sir John 
Baker, Joseph Allen 
Barlow, John Emmott 
jarry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Bell, Richard 
Benn, John Williams 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Burns, John 
surt, Thomas 
Buxton, SydneyCharles( Poplar 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
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Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, Hn. H L W (MileEnd) 
Lee, Arthur H (HantsFareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn.Walter( Bristol $ 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsny th 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt Hn Sir Fredk G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col. Edward 
Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John 8. 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Xemnant, James Farquharson 
2enshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 


NOES. 


Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan(Cardigan 
Devlin,’Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A (Inverness-sh. } 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain a. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, NE.) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
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Ridley, 8. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H( Renfrew) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, H C( North’ mbTyneside 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur (Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs) 
Stewart, Sir MarkJM“Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Vincent, Col Sir CEH(Sheftield) 
Walker, Col. William Hal! 
Walrond, Rt. HnSir William H. 
Welby, Lt.-ColACE(Taunten) 
Welby. Sir Chas.G. E( Notts.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und Lyne 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—NSir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain f 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J 

Hammond, John 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morléy: 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah x 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P(Cavan,W 
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Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


Aliens Frill 


{COMMONS} 


| O'Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J 


Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
Roche, John (Galway, East 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, ‘thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Spencer, Rt. Hn CR(Northants 
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Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radclitfe 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, F. 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thomas, JA(Glamorgan,Gowe 
Tomkinson, James 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Arthur Walters(N Dorset 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—\r. 
Flynn and Mr. T. W. 


Russell. 


*Mr. EMMOTT, in moving to withdraw 
proceedings on the financial Resolution 
from the operation of the Motion, con- 
tended that the time allotted to the 
various compartments was far too short 
for the adequate discussion of the clauses 
concerned, and that to require in addition 
the financial Resolution to be discussed. or 
passed without discussion, was a demand 
which ought not to be made upon the 
House. The question of expense was one 
of considerable importance, about which 
no information whatever had been given. 
Last year, although it was admitted 
that representations had been made to 
the Treasury on the point, the House 


were not informed what amount of 
money was asked for. It would be 
scandalous if the House were again 


treated in that way without being allowed 
adequate time for the discussion of the 
financial aspect of the Bill. He begged 
to’ move. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
Member second ? 


Does any hon. 


M«. CHURCHILL formally seconded 
by raising his hat. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 2, to leave out the words ‘including 
proceedings on the financial Resolution re- 


lating thereto,’ ”—-(Mr. Emmott.) 





Question proposed, “Touat the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Mr. WHITLEY, on a point of order, 
asked whether it was necessary for such 
an Amendment to be seconded, and 
pointed out that the mover of the previous 
Amendment was not called upon for a 
seconder. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: All 


require to be seconded. 


Amendments 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said the Amend- 
ment was an impossible one as it would 
stultify what the Committee had already 
passed. In fact, he would have thought 
it was on the verge of being out of order. 
It was clearly impossible to take Clause 
4 unless the money Resolution had been 
passed, and to put that Resolution outside 
the Order would be practically to make 
the whole rule unworkable. That was a 
technical but a conclusive answer to the 
Amendment. Moreover, the inclusion 
of the money Resolution was a part of the 
general scheme, but it was not an im- 
portant part, and if he agreed to exempt 
anything from the rule it certainly would 
not be that which was more in the nature 
of a formal Resolution than many of the 
questions that would arise on the Bill. 
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Gentleman had taken an extremely 
narrow technical ground, and all it 
amounted to was that a day should be 
given for the passage of the financial 
Resolution between the days fixed for 
the first and second compartments of the 
guillotine. It was evidently the in- 
tention of the Prime Minister that that 
Resolution should be passed in Committee 
and on Report without there being any 
opportunity afforded for pressing the 
Department to disclose their estimate of 
the cost of the working of the Bill. That 
was an important matter, as they did 
not know whether the cost would be 
£10,000 or £100,000. The probability 
was that the financial Resolution would 
never be discussed at all. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It comes first. 

Mr. WHITLEY pointed out that that 
was only on Report, which meant that it 
would be impossible to cross-examine the 
Home Secretary on the matter. He 
submitted that it was both unusual and 
unfair to include both stages of a financial 
Resolution in the compartments of a 
guillotine Motion. 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Osw:stry) 
suid that one of the arguments against 
the Bill was that it would cost a great deal 
of money for which the country would get 
very little in return. Under the Resolu- 
there would be practically no 
opportunity of discussing the financial 
question In Committee, as in the first 
compartment it was preceded by Clauses 
1, 2, and 3. He hoped, therefore, that 
on the Report stage the Prime Minister 


tlon 
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Me. WHITLEY said the right hon. | 
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would grant some relaxation to meet the 
circumstances of the case. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (Dewsbury) hoped 
the Prime Minister would not prove 
obdurate in this matter. Much of the 
opposition to the Bill of last year was due 
to the absence, of any information as to 
the cost of the scheme, and this year, 
again, no estimate was forthcoming. 
Before the financial Resolution was dealt 
with the House ought to be told for what 
amount an estimate hid been sent 
in to the Treasury as to the cost of the 
present scheme. This important matter 
had been thrown with four important 
clauses into one compartment, so that 
adequate discussion was impossible. He 
submitted that to include such a Resolu- 
tion with clauses in one compartment was 
entirely uaprecedeated, and only another 
evideace of the slackness with which 
financial burdens were thrown upon the 
country. 


Me. STUART SAMUEL (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel) asked whether 
at some period of the discussion the 
Prime Minister would inform the House 
as to the probable cost of putting the 
Bill into operation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will be done 


when the Resolution comes up. 


Me. WHITLEY: But it will not come 
up; it will be guillotined. 


Question put. 


Tae House divided :—Aves, 194; Noes, 
161. (Division List No. 244.) 


AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Arnold-Forster, Rt HnHugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bigot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 


sill, Charles 


Brodrick, Rt. 
Brotherton, 


Balfour, RtHnGeraldW (Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christ*h 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bigwood, James 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Lt-Col. HF( Middlesex) 
Hon. St. John 

Edward Allen 
Srymer, William Eraest 

' Bull, William James 

| Butvher, John George 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manc’r | Campbell, JHM(Dublin Univ. 

| Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir E lw. H. 

| Cautley, Henry Strother 

| Cavendish, V. ©. W. (Derbysh. 

| Chapman, Edward 

| Coates, Edward Feetham 

| Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 


Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dyke, Rt.Ha.Sir William Hart 
Ezerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
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Fellowes, RtHn. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R&.(Inv’rn’ssB’ ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick Wiliam 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway. William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, Maj. Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Sir EW(B’rySEdnv nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath, Sir J. (Staffords. N. W.) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, JF (Sheftield, Brightside) 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jetireys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt Hn. Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence. Sir J. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End) 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Farehani 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen, Charles P. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

saker, Joseph Allen 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.} 

Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

right, Allan Heywoou 
3roadhurst, Henry 

Rurns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Chas. (Poplar) 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 


_ Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
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Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage | 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick, N.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry | 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) | 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ(Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) | 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHn.SirH.E(Wiegt’n 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn.Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Percy, Ear] 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


{ 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Pine 
Renwick, George 

Ridley, 8. Forde 


NOES. 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan) 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 





Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Edwards, Frank 
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Ritchie, Rt.Hn. Chas, Thomson 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheftield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


| Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford 


Samuel, Sir H. S. (Limehouse) 


| Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,Sir H.(Renfrew} 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 


Smith, HC( North’ mbTyneside) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M*Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn J.G.(Oxt’dUniv) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirCEH. (She dield 
Walker, Col. Wm. Hall & 
Walrond, Rt.Hn SirWilliam H. 
Welby, Lt-Col. ACE. (Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. B. E. (Notts. 
Whiteley, H(Ashton und Lyne 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 
Wortley, RtHn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomes 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndhain-Quin, Col. W. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sil 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Elibank, Master of 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thomas “aptain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gladstone, RtHnHerbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grant, Corrie 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt Lewis 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur py, 
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Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 





Aliens Bill 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hutchinson, Dr. Chas. Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
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Moss, Samuel 


Murphy, John 


Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 

M'Crae, George 

M'Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 





O’ Dowd, John 


O’ Mara, James 


teddy, M. 


Loche, 


Russell, T. W. 


Samuel, S. M. 


Mr. McKENNA moved an Amend- 
ment the object of which was, without 
altering the amount of time allowed by 
the Resolution for the completion of the 
discussion of the Bill, to throw it into 
compartment only, leaving the 
House to use the allotted time as it pleased 
on any particular stage. He pointed out 
that there were still ninety-eight Amend- 
ments standing on the Paper in the names 
of fifteen hon. 
terial side and forty-six in the names of 
hon. Gentlemen on the Opposition side. 


one 


If hon. Gentlemen opposite had put 
down their Amendments seriously, they 
could not support the Resolution. The 


alternative was that they had put them 
down in order to give the Order Paper 
the appearance of a vast mass of business 
and to consume all the allotted time by 


the discussion of their own Amendments. | 
therefore, of | 


There was no possibility, 
the reasonable discussion 


of the Bill. 


Probably they would read to-morrow in | 


the Unionist Press that the Government 
had become tired of the dilatory tactics 
of the Opposition, although two-thirds 
of the Amendments stood in the names 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
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Moulton, John Fletcher 
Muldoon, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid.) 
O’ Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James(Wicklow,W.) | 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

| Partington, Oswald 

| Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
| Perks, Robert William 

| Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 


edmond, John E. (Waterford) 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H(Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Augustine (Cork) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Runciman, Walter 


(Whitechapel) 


Schwann, Charles E. 


| be deemed to have been concluded, 
| Question on the 


Gentlemen on the Minis- | 





| proposition. 
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Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

| Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

| Spencer, RtHnC.R.(Northants 
| Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radclitfe 
Tennant, Harold John 

| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
| Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
; Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, JA(Glamorgan,Gower 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 

| White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, ArthurWalters(N Dorset 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOEsS.—Mr. 
Emmott and Mr. Churchill. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE seconded. 


Amemiment proposed— 


‘* In line 3, to leave out all the words after 
the word ‘ thereto,’ and add the words, ‘shall 
and the 
Third Reading of the Bill shall 
be put, and the Bill shall be passed in such 
form as, subject to Amendments, the Secretary 
of State introduced the Bill, as soon as the pro- 
ceedings, if not previously disposed of, have 
been under discussion during three Afternoon 
Sittings and four Evening “Sittings.” "_( Mr. 
McKenna.) 


“That the word 
stand part of the Question.” 


Question proposed, 


* shall’ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he was 
greatly puzzled to know what the exact 
effect of this Amendment would be. 


If he rightly understood the hon. Member 
he proposed practically to abolish both 
the Report stage and the Third Reading. 
It seemed to him to be such a great in- 
novation that he should like first of all 
to hear from Mr. Speaker whether it 
was in order to discuss it as a serious 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The Amendment does | 


not appear on the Paper in the form in 
which it is now proposed, and it has been 
rather sprung upon me. I do not think 
it would be possible to over-rule the 
common practice of Parliament. 


Mr. McKENNA said the wording of 
his Amendment might not be particularly 
happy, but all he asked for was that the 
Report stage should be taken without 
Question put, and the Third Reading in 
the same way. 


Mr. LOUGH said it was only in the 
course of his argument that the hon. 
Member for Monmouth said that the 
two stages might be omitted. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that even 
supposing that the ninety-eight Amend- 
ments standing in the names of hon. Mem- 
bers on his side of the House were put down 
with the view of preventing discussion 
—a fantastic hypothesis—the plan which 
the hon. Member opposite proposed 
to counteract this object would be 
inefficacious, because it was quite evident 
that but half the ingenuity which the 
hon. Member suspected in the supporters 
of the Government would be sufficient, 
if exercised in speaking to the other 
Amendments on the Paper, to keep the 
discussion going for three days and a 
half, and, therefore, nothing would be 
gained by hon. Gentlemen on the other 
side of the House. If the danger was 
not imaginary, the remedy proposed 
would have no effect whatever in dealing 
with the evil sought to be remedied. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he was in 
favour of the principle of the time-table 
being applied to Bill, but he considered 
that the application of the guillotine 
closure to this particular Bill was not 
justified by the circumstances of the 
‘session, the character of the measure, 
or the discussions which had already 
taken place upon it. If the principle 
of the time-table was to be applied to 
Bills, he submitted that it was of the 
essence of such a scheme that the time 
should be apportioned by some non- 
partisan Committee or body, and not 
by the Prime Minister of the day. The 


Prime Minister of the day was a partisan 
pure and simple. 


He did not in any 


(Procedure). 


sense of the word occupy an impartial 
position in regard to the course of busi- 
ness in the House. No one had more 
clearly identified himself with one par- 
ticular Party and had more definitely 
associated himself with the mere political 
aspects of his office than the present 
Prime Minister. If they were discussing 
a time-table which had been framed 
by some non-partisan body, it would 
be very difficult for hon. Members 
to vote against it, but having regard 
to the fact that the Resolution proposed 
a purely partisan allocation of time, 
and having regard to the statement of 
his hon. friend that that allocation 
of time had the appearance of favouring 
a great number of Amendments put 
down by hon. Members on the other 
side of the House—though he did not 
for a moment suggest that the right hon. 
Gentleman had been actuated by motives 
unduly favouring these Amendments— 
he was inclined to prefer the proposal 
that the time to be allowed for discus- 
sion should not be definitely allocated 
by the Government. Under those cir- 
cumstances he would vote for the Amend- 
ment. The Prime Minister had re- 
ferred to the Amendment of his hon. 
friend as one which appeared to intro- 
duce some great innovation and a de- 


parture from the common usage of 
Parliament. Considering that the 


right hon. Gentleman was the greatest 
precedent maker, considering that he was 
the grand inventor of instruments of 
Parliamentary torture and suppression, 
considering that the curtailment of 
Parliamentary liberties which had marked 
the last ten years would go down to his- 
tory associated with his name, his hardi- 
hood in talking about Parliamentary 
innovation was a thing of which his sup- 
porters might approve, but to which the 
country would not assent. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) said he was not quite 
sure whether his hon. friend intended 
to proceed to a division, but he was 
bound to say that, although he recognised 
the excellence of his intentions, the 
Amendment, if carried out, was one 
which might prove dangerous to discus- 
sion in the House of Commons. His 
hon. friend’s proposal was that the whole 
of the time which the Prime Minister 
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was willing to give for the consideration 
of the Bill should be devoted to the 
Committee stage, and that the Report 
staye and the Third Reading stage should 
be cut out. He was not sure whether 
such a proceeding would be constitu- 
tional, but, whether it was or not, he 
considered it was absolutely necessary 
that they should have both those stages 
on any Bill presented to the House. The 
House should consider most carefully 
before it consented to any such Amend- 
ment. He suggested that his hon. friend 
should not press the Amendment. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) said 
he understood that under the new rules 
it was not competent to move on the 
Report stage an Amendment which had 
not been moved in Committee. Would 
it be competent for any hon. Member 
to move on the Report stage an Amend- 
ment which had not been reached in 
Committee owing to the operation of 
the guillotine 7 Was he not right in his 
first thesis ¢ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. LOUGH said the Resolution pro- 
posed by the Prime Minister would 
strictly limit the time available for the 
discussion of some of the most important 
parts of the Bill. The hon. Member for 


the West Derby Division of Liverpool had 


argued that already in the discussions 
on the Bill they had raised many of the 
most important points. He was unable 
to agree with the hon. Member. If 
they had three more days free from 
any compulsion they might manage to 


discuss most of the important points. | 


Let them have three and a-half days 
for the discussion of the Bill, to be used 
as they liked, instead of chopping them 
up into pieces as the Resolution proposed. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said he could 
not support his hon. friend’s Amend- 
ment. It was necessary to divide the 
time into portions, and if the Amend- 
ment were adopted probably the House 
would not reach the financial Resolution 
to which much importance was attached. 
His hon. friend had referred to the 
Machiavellian schemes of hon. Members 
on the other side of the House who had 
Amendments on the Paper. He had 
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only to call attention to the names of 
the Gentlemen to show how far wrong that 
assertion was. The names included those 
of the Members for Thanet, Greenwich, 
the West Derby Division of Liverpool, 
Hull, Stretford, Bethnal Green, and 
Shoreditch, and he was sure that they 
would not associate themselves with a 
Machiavellian scheme. 


(Procedure). 


Mr. McKENNA asked leave to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. WHITLEY moved an Amend- 
ment substituting for the proposai of 
the guillotine by compartments the 
old-jashioned remedy of continuing the 
sitting of the House after midnight. 
Hon. Members on his side of the House 
were prepared to give up something of 
their comfort and rest in order to give 
adequate consideration to this measure. 
He thought it was a fair offer to make 
to the First Lord of the Treasury in order 
that important points in the Bill might 
not be entirely left without consideration. 
In the small hours of the morning long 
speeches were not the rule, and they 
would be able to devote themselves then 
to points which might seem of minor 
importance but which were exactly the 
points on which the Bill was going to 
break down in working if passed without 
Amendment. During the discussions 
which had already taken place in Com- 
mittee they had been told over and over 
again that they must raise certain points 
on Clause 5 or Clause 8, but if the Motiou 
was passed these clauses would come 
up on days when Members were march- 
ing through the division lobbies. He 
begged to move. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) seconded the Amendment. He 
did so because it offered an alternative 
to the guillotine proposal of the Prime 
Minister. He understood the right hon. 
Gentleman in moving the Resolution to 
say that it might be of advantage in some 
instances if Party spirit were absent from 
the debates in the House. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman would recognise 
that it was not in any Party spirit that 
his proposal had been discussed that day. 
On his side of the House they thought 
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that more time should be allowed for 
the discussion of the Aliens Bill, and they 
appealed to the Prime Minister to give 
more time than was proposed. The use 
of force did not facilitate business in 
this House or anywhere else. The right 
hon. Gentleman had that day confessed 
that legislation was practically im- 
possible even under the new rules which 
he had devised. The use of the closure 
in a drastic way did not facilitate legis- 
lation and it did not increase the authority 
of legislation in the country when carried. 
The Prime Minister had pleaded that it 
was the only way by which business 
could be carried through, but from 1869 
to 1874 Mr. Gladstone carried through a 
series of measures of importance, and 
passed in the course of that five years 


more legislation dealing with great 
principles and touching important | 


interests than had been carried during | 
the last twenty-five years by the use of 
the closure. What had the closure 
done? It was utilised in the cases of 
the Home Rule Bill and the Evicted 
Tenants Bill, and what had become | 
of them? The Education Bill was} 
closured and the whole country was | 
in revolt against it. There were 32,000 | 
cases of passive resisters. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | 
hon. Member must address himself more 
to the Question before the House. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES hoped it would be 
in order to argue that if the Prime 
Minister would use methods of persuasion 
they would be just as_ effectual in 
saving time and the measures passed 
would have more weight in the 
country. During this session they had 
had a two days discussion on the 
Resolution to guillotine the debate | 
on Supply, and he put it to the Prime 
Minister that if when he introduced 
that guillotine Resolution he had made | 
at the beginning of the two days’ debate 
the conciliatory speech which he made 
at the end of the second day he would | 
have got his Supply through without | 
the necessity for any such Resolution. 
The Prime Minister had admitted that | 
they had a right to discuss the Bill, | 
and, if they had a right to discuss 
it, surely it was wrong to deprive 
them of that right. If the twelve 


Mr. Leif Jones. 





| 
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o'clock rule were suspended they 
could discuss the important Amendments 
and questions raised by the Bill, and if 
there was not then sufficient time why 


should they adjourn on August 11th? 


By adjourning on August 18th there 
would be ample time provided for dis. 
cussion. He would also. suggest that 
they might carry over legislation from 
session to session. 


That 
Amendment 


*Me SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
has no reference to the 
before the House. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES said he only desired 
to find time for the legislation that the 
Prime Minister said he had no time for. 
He was pleading in all seriousness for 
further time in which to discuss a measure 
which he regarded as of the utmost 
importance and which raised questions 
went to the very foundation 
Constitution and __ history. 
If they were to close the 
against people coming and 
freely—which had been one of our 
greatest glories in the past and 
which was a freedom which no other 
country possessed—they should not do it 
light-heartedly, but only after full 


of our 


door 


going 


| consideration and in order to give effect 


to the will of the House, and of the 


| country. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In line 3, toleave out all the words after 
the word ‘ shall’ and insert the words ‘if under 
consideration at Twelve o’clock not be in- 
terrupted under Standing Order “ Sittings of 
the Souse.” >? __(Mr. Whitley.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out, to the end of 


line 4, stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
not follow the mover and seconder of the 
Amendment into the wide field of dis- 
cussion, as he had already dealt with the 
question of all-night sittings or {late 
sittings. Such a course would not meet 
with favour in any part of the House, nor 
would it conduce to wise legislation. 
It was absolutely inconsistent with the 
scheme that had been laid down. He 
would simply say that the whole essence 
of this Resolution was that they should 
have the power to closure by compart- 
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ments, whether that course was right or 
wrong. At all events that was too late 
an hour to discuss something which was 
not an Amendment but an alternative to 
that proposal. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, | 


W.R., Barnsley) said the Prime Minister’s 
statement appeared to amount to this, 
that for the consideration of most im- 
portant and complex matters only three 
and a-half days were to be allowed, and 
seeing that the guillotine was to fall 
at half-past six at a morning sitting 
and eleven at the evening sitting 
it followed that all they would have 
for the discussion of the whole 
Bill was five hours and a half per day for 
three days and one evening sitting. No 
one could contend that it was not the 
duty of the House to adequately and suffi- 
ciently discuss every clause of a Bill which 


involved most important and funda- | 


mental changes in the principle of the 
admission of aliens from abroad into this 
country. Surely this was an occasion 
when they had a right to demand that 
adequate opportunity should be given 
for a proper discussion of every clause 
in the Bill. At any rate it was right 
that the country should know that in this 
important question the whole of the re- 
sponsibility of refusing that right of 
freedom of discussion which the House 
of Commons ought to enjoy rested upon 
the Prime Minister. 
followers supported him or not, on this 
occasion the discredit would rest upon 
his shoulders and the shoulders of the 
Government, and the measure, if forced 
through by those means, would not attain 


that permanency in the legislative enact- 
ments of the country which it would | 


otherwise attain. Why was it necessary 
for the House of Commons to rise on 
August 11th or 12th? It was high time 
that the nation should know that the 
convenience of Members on the Govern- 
ment side of the House and the interests 


of grouse-shooting were regarded as_ 


paramount and above the legislative 
needs of the nation, and know that, in 
addition to the inefficient legislative 
character—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is making a Second Reading | 
speech on the Resolution. 


VOL. CXLVIII. 


[FourtH Series. ] 
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Whether his docile | 
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Mr. JOSEPH WALTON concluded by 
saying that he considered the rights of the 
House to full freedom of debate and dis- 
cussion on an important measure pro- 
posed by the Government had been 
abrogated by the Prime Minister. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 


Elland) thought the Prime Minister did 


not recognise what his hon. friend 
wished to obtain by the Amendment. 
He had been listening to the debate and 
the thing that struck him was the absence 
of discussion of one particular alternative 
to the proposals of the Government— 


the discretionary closure by the Prime 


Minister. The Amendment would per- 
mit that to be done. It would require 
a certain amount of energy to be dis- 
played by the supporters of the Govern- 
ment, and it might be necessary for them 
to stay occasionally until two o’clock in 
the morning. If there was any un- 
necessary obstruction the right hon. 
Gentleman could use his discretion to 
apply the closure in the ordinary way. 
He could not help feeling that that way 
was a far better method to adopt than 
to closure the Bill by compartments. 
Under certain circumstances he agreed 
with the policy of closure by compart- 


/ments, but in a Bill of this kind, where 


there remained fifteen important points 
to be discussed, that could not be re- 
garded as a proper policy, and if the 
Prime Minister were to use his discretion 
to closure at the right moment, a number 
of unimportant Amendments, very many 
of which had been put down by Members 
on the Government side, would be struck 
out, and the House would have a real 
chance to discuss those questions it 
wanted to debate. The right hon. 
Gentieman had admitted that there was 
no real obstruction to the Bill. The 
truth was that he dared not accept this 
Amendment because he had no sufficient 
following on his own side in favour of 
the Bill, which had been discovered to 
be of very little use as an electoral Bill. 
Last Monday there was a demonstration 
of Labour Members against the Bill, and 
in the country a “rot” was setting in 
among the Tory Party. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Oldham had given them an 


| instance of a meeting in Manchester—— 


2T 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Member is straying away from the 
Amendment. 


Mr. TREVELYAN said the reason 
why the Prime Minister dared not accept 
the Amendment was because he could 


not depend upon the energy of his, 
followers in attending at the House while | 


the Bill was discussed. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said the Amend- 
ment raised the very wide and impor- 
tant issue of whether it would not be much 
better not to have a fixed hour for the ter- 
mination of the debate than to fall back 
upon the drastic methods of a time-table. 
He confessed that he was in favour of a 
time-table if it wasa scientific, fair, logical, 
and reasonable time-table. But if they 
were not to have a time-table with those 
characteristics there was a great deal to 
be said for the process of exhaustion 
which attended late sittings. Naturally 
the Prime Minister, who was burdened 
with too much work, and had to reconcile 
his divergent forces, objected to late 
sittings, and he was quite ready to admit 
that it would be a great disadvantage to 
the country for the right hon. Gentleman 
to be kept up very late night after night. 
The debate on this Bill would be of a 
very different character to the debate of 
the other night, which was of the nature 
of a protest against the improper treat- 
ment received by the House at the hands 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
There were many Amendments to be 
considered, and many people in the 
country who followed the progress of the 
Bill with the greatest interest. After 
all, what had the Government to lose by 
allowing the debate to run on into the 
night ? They would get the session 
ended on any day they chose and yet 
could give more discussion on urgent and 
vital points of the Bill. He asked the 
right hon. Gentleman to consent, what- 
ever might be the disadvantage of an all- 
night sitting. To extend the hours of 
debate meant extending the number of 
days allocated for the discussion of the 


Bill. 


*Mr. WILLS (Dorsetshire, N.) sup- 
ported the Amendment and urged upon 
the Prime Minister that it would conduce 
to a spirit of conciliation, and there 
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hands, with the assistance of the hon. 
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were numerous points to be considered 
in which that spirit would be of enormous 
benefit to the country. There were two 
schools amongst the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s own followers who supported 
the Aliens Bill; one could be described 
as the Birmingham School and the other 
as that of the right hon. Gentleman. 
These schools themselves held different 


_views as to the proper purpose of the 


Act. He had been asked to support the 
British Brothers League—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
has nothing to do with this Amendment. 


*Mr. WILLS thought if the twelve 
o'clock rule were to be suspended the 
debate could be carried on in a spirit of 
conciliation, but if the Amendment were 
not accepted the time of the House 
might be wasted in discussing unimportant 
Amendments, and the more important 
ones would be reached too late to allow 
of discussion. He hoped that the right 
hon. Gentleman would make some con- 
cession in this matter. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) said the Prime Minister would 
probably find, if he cared anything at all 
about the House of Commons, that he 
was dealing with it in such a way as to 
lose his influence in the country. Stu- 
dents of history would find that the 
twelve o'clock rule gave rise to a great 
deal of obstruction in the House in the 
good old days. Mr. Disraeli on one 
occasion, when at three or four o’clock 
in the morning an adjournment of the 
debate was moved, said— 

“Tt is a very pleasant morning. Why go to 
our homes at this very early hour of the 
morning? Youare destroying the usages of 
Parliament.” 


If they sat late the bores would get 
tired, the unimportant Amendments 
would disappear, and the House would 
apply itself to the really serious Amend- 
ments to the Bill. They should deal 
with this matter as if they were referred 
back to the old days, and they would then 
get through the Bill without difficulty. 
The Prime Minister did not care whether 
they discussed the important Amend- 
ments or not. The right hon. Gentleman 
wanted to have the legislation in his own 
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Member for Peckham, and the silent 
assistance of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer; so that so far as this Bill 
was concerned the House of Commons 
must give the right hon. Gentleman that 
power. Hedid not believe in obstruction 
in this House, whether on this Bill or on 
any other; but he believed strongly in the 
efficacy of the House of Commons, and 
if they wanted to do real business they 
ought to sit at four o’clock and have no 
twelve o’clock rule, or sit at nine or 
ten o'clock in the morning, and finish 
their business in reasonable time. So 
far as this Motion was concerned, it 
would be better to adopt the good, old- 
fashioned rule. All that the Prime 
Minister wanted was to pass the Bill in 
its present form, and if he had the 
courage to carry out what he desired 
the right hon. Gentleman would com- 
pletely closure the Bill, and allow his 
followers to go to the country and take 
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| efficient 
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Mr. DALZIEL said he would not have 
risen but for the speech just delivered by 
his hon. and learned friend. For his 
part, he thought it would be dis- 
astrous if they went back on the twelve 
o’clock rule. To suspend that rule 
made everything uncertain, and interfered 
with the progress of business. Sitting 
up late never could conduce to the 
discharge of Parliamentary 
duties. But the Amendment raised 
the point whether it was better to 
support the compartment closure or to 
sit up after twelve o’clock. He thought 
the latter preferable to the proposal 
of the Prime Minister, because it was 
shown beyond doubt that the important 
matters in the Bill could then be dis- 
cussed. He would vote for the Amend- 
ment. 


Question; put. 





a holiday. 


for the House to adopt. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. HnHughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John GeorgeAlexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt HnA. J. (Manch’r. 
Balfour Capt. C.B( Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGerald W(Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
Janbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bingham, Lord 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Lt.-ColHF(Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
srymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James ~ 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, J.H M(Dublin Univ. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
‘Chamberlain, Rt. HnJA(Wore. 
‘Chapman, Edward 


He believed the proposition 
of his hon. friend was the right course 





| 157. 


AYES. 


Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley 
Davies, SirHoratio D(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickson, Chas. Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas. Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir WilliamHart 
Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Rt Hn Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Manch’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ ghs. 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
yordon, Hn J E(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gordon, Maj Evans(T’rH’ mlets 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 


2T 2 


| The House divided :—Ayes, 190 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 245.) 


Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, ArthurHoward( Hanley 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Staffords,N.W 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J F(Sheffield, Brightside) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo T. Denbigh 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 

Knowles, Sir Lees 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monmouth) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W(Mile End) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long, Col Chas. W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol.S 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Reginald J(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
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M‘Killop, James (Stirlingsbire 
Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Harry Hananei 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt Hn Sir HE(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn. Sir Fredk. G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh, N 
Montagu, G (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm.RobertWellesley 
Percy, Earl 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E. 
Allen, Charles P. 

Austin, Sir John 

Baker, Joseph Allen 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

3urke, E. Haviland 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbeil-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchiil, Winston Spencer 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, CaptEC(SAndrw’sBghs) 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 


{COMMONS} 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col. Edward 
Pym, ©. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, 8. Forde 

Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. T. 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, Jobn (Lancashire) 
Rvtherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 


Smith, H C(North’mbTyneside | 


Smith, Rt HnJ Parker(Lanarks 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 


NOES 


Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N.E.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Freeman-Thonias, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone, Rt Hn Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, C.E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife,West) 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Hugh Alex(Donegal, W.) 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) | 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
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| Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord(Lancs.) 


Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 


| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Stock, “James Henry 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt HnJ G(Oxf dUniv.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

\incent, Col SirCEH(Sheftield) 
Walker, Col. Wilinam Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Welby, Lt-Col A C E(Taunton) 
White ‘ley, H. (Ashton undLyne 
Willoug by de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Si1 


Alexander Aciand-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall! 


M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’ Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N. 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy,: P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden} 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

| Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
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Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.CRNorthants 
Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

faylor, Theodore C (Radcliffe ) 


Mayor SEELY (Isle of Wight) said 
the object of the Amendment he was 
about to move was to withdraw Clause 3 
from the first compartment, so that the 
discussion on Monday, July 10th should 
be confined to Clauses 1 and 2. There 
was a general agreement of opinion 
that Clause 3—the expulsion clause— 
should be added to the Statute-book if 
possible, but Clauses 1 ‘and 2 raised 
matters of the utmost controversy. It 
might be said that if there was general 
agreement as to Clause 3 it did not 
matter where it was placed for discussion. 
That, however, was not the case. Al- 
though there was agreement as to the 
principle, numerous questions of draft- 
ing would require consideration, and 
therefore it was only reasonable to sug- 
gest that Clause 3 should come in with 
Clauses 4, 5, 6,and 7. Clauses 1 and 2 
embodied the most contentious parts 
of the Bill and their adequate discus- 
sion would require the whole of one day. 


Mr. EMMOTT, in seconding, said 
that for the discussion of Clauses 1 and 2 
one day was wholly insufficient, and to 
include Clause 3 was really an insult 
to Members who desired to discuss the 
Bill reasonably. There were forty-two 
Amendments to Clauses | and 2 on the 
Paper in the names of supporters of the 
Government, and twenty in the names of 
\iembers of the Opposition, while of the 
lurty-two no fewer than eleven were to be 
proposed by the Home Secretary him- 
self, mainly in acknowledgment of the 
justice of the criticisms that had been 
made. It was perfectly clear that more 
time was required, and therefore he 
seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 
_ “Tn line 6, to leave out Clauses 2 and 3, and 
insert Clause 2”—(Major Seely)—instead there- 
ot, 


(5 Juty 1905} 


Seely, MajJEB(Isle of Wight) ; Tennant, Harold John 

‘Shackleton, David James | Thomas, Abel( Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Thomas,JA(Glamorgan, Gower 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway J #. 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R. 


(Procedure). 1246 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R. 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


(Glamorgan, E. Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, ArthurWalters(N Dorset 
Wilson, HenryJ. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Woodhouse, SirJ'T( Hudderst’d 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Whitley and Mr. 
Samuel Evans. 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said it must be a 
matter of opinion, incapable of demonstra- 
tion, whether it was better that Clause 3 
should be discussed on Monday or on 
Tuesday, it being understood that it 
must be discussed on one of those days. 
He adhered to the view that the alloca- 
tion of time in the Resolution was better 
than that now proposed. As the mover 
of the Amendment had admitted, there 
was no serious difference of opinion with 
regard to the principle of Clause 5, though 
it did not follow that no drafting Amend- 
ments would be raised. He would be 
sorry, however, to crowd up Tuesday by 
adding to the clauses set down for that 
day. Probably the greater part of 
Monday would be devoted to finishing 
Clause 1, and, though Clause 2 was more 
important than Clause 3, he did not 
think Clauses 2 and 3 together were too 
much to fill up the remainder of the 
day. He thought, therefore, the House 
would be well advised to adhere to the 
Resolution. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN said the suggestion 
that Clause 3 was uncontroversial applied 
only to the principle. The machinery 
of the clause was extremely important, 
and could not be properly discussed 
unless the clause were taken up first 
on Tuesday. Already the discussion 
on Clause 1 had caused the Government 
to put down several important Amend- 
ments, and he believed the consideration 
of Clause 2, if sufficient time were allowed, 
would be equally productive. There 
was no intention of over- burdening 
Tuesday by the transfer of Clause 3 
to that day, as a Motion would subse- 

| quently be submitted to relieve Tuesday 


| f some of the work allocated to it. 
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Mr. CHURCHILL understood that! 
the Prime Minister was not unwilling | 
to leave the particular allocation of | 
the clauses between these two days 
to the convenience of the House. Was) 
he right in that ? 


ings for the certificate were commenced. 
That question could not be reached on 
the Report stage because the new 
clauses would be taken first, so that the 
only operative clause which was going to 
have any effect at all was really one 


| which could not be discussed at all unless 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY: No, you, 
are wrong. 


Mr. CHURCHILL said he understood | 
the Prime Minister to say that although | 
he thought the allocation in the Resolu- 
tion was better than that proposed 
by the Amendment, he would not/| 
absolutely resist the alteration, if such | 
an alteration were generally desired. | 
In the absence of the Prime Minister 
it was impossible to ascertain whether 
the concession would be granted. A 
mere redistribution of the clauses be- | 
tween the two days, however, would, 
not be sufficient. There would need | 
to be some extension of time also. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE §sub- 
mitted that, considering the social and 
moral issues involved, the whole of 
Tuesday could advantageously be occu- 
pied by the discussion of Clause 3. He | 
thought some assurance ought to be 
given to the House that the time avail- | 
able for the discussion of Clause 3 would | 
be lengthened and not shortened by the | 
proposal which was now before the House. | 
Unless they got some very graceful | 
concession from the Front Ministerial | 
Bench they might find themselves in a | 
worse plight than ever. 


| 


Mr. McKENNA pointed out that they | 
had only got one day to discuss Clauses | 
1,2, and 3. There were no less than | 
forty-two Amendments to Clauses 1 and | 
2 standing in the names of hon. | 
Gentlemen on the Ministerial side of the 
House, and under those circumstances 
how was it possible that Clause 3 could 
be discussed ¢? He was aware that Clause | 
3 was a part of the measure upon which 
the House was more or less agreed, but, 
nevertheless, it required some little dis- | 
cussion because it gave the power to the 
Secretary of State to make an expulsion 
order against an alien who had been in 
receipt of parochial relief within three 
months from the time at which proceed- 





the Government would give more time 


and allow it to be put first on Tuesday. 


*Mr. STUART SAMUEL said he 
thought the allocation of the time 
which had been suggested would be of 
little value unless the Government would 
give them a little more time for the con- 
sideration of the clauses. When one 
considered the effect of the legitimate 
criticism which the proposals of the 
Government had received during the 
brief discussions which had already taken 
place, he was not at all surprised at their 
shyness in not giving further oppor- 
tunities for discussion upon the remaining 


| portions of the Bill. Nothing could be 


more deplorable than the statement 
made by the Parliamentary Secretary 
to the Board of Trade that 75,000—— 4. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That matter is not 
relevant to the discussion of the Amend- 
ment now before the Chair. 


*Mr. STUART SAMUEL said it could 
not possibly make any difference to the 
Government where Clause 3 was discussed, 
but they had apparently made up their 
minds not to make the slightest con- 
cession. 


Mr. DALZIEL said the question was 
whether they ought to take Clause 3 first 
on Tuesday. He thought they were 
entitled to ask at this stage what sug- 
gestions the Prime Minister had got to 
make upon this question of granting an 
extension of the time to be allowed for 
discussion. Could the right hon. Gentle- 
man give them any hope that at any 
period he intended to make any con- 
cession at all. Now was the time to 
make any concession that he intended to 
offer, and if he did not intend to meet 
them he should let them know at once 
and then they could address themselves 
more in detail to some of the proposals 
which they had to put forward. 
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Question put. 
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Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir Wm Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. John 
sailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt Hn. A J(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt.HnGeraldW Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
3athurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Lt-ColH F (Middlesex) 
jrassey, Albert 
3rodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John Geoérge 
Campbell, JHM Dublin Univ.) 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W. Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain,RtHn J A( Wore.) 
Chapman, Edward 
Coates, Edw. Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbet t, T. L. (Down, North 
Cross, Herb Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Davies,Sir Horatio D(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Rt Hn Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHn SirJ (Mane’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, Sir R.B. (Inv’rn’ssB’gs) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Sir Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 
Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Goraon,Hn J E (Elgin & Nairn) 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Allen, Charles P. 
Barry, E. (Cork, S. 


{5 Juny 1905} (Procedure). 1250 
The House divided :—Ayes, 172; Noes, 
134. (Division List No. 246.) 


AYES. 


Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm. R. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col. Edward 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Ridley, 8S. Forde 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool 
Sackville, Col. S. G. (Stopford 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas _ 
Sloan, Thomas Henry j 

| Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith,H C( North’ mb.Tyneside 
Smith, RtHnJParker (Lanarks 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
| Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt Hn J G Oxf'd (Univ 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col Sir C E H(Sheffield 
Walker, Col William Hall 
Walrond, Rt Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E 

Welby, Lt.-ColACE (Taunton) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E. R 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
| Gordon,Maj. Evans (T’rH m’ts 

Goscaen, Hn. George (Joachim 

Goulding, Edward Alfred 

| Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Halsey, Rt. Hn. Tnomas F. 

' Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq. of (L’donderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hay, Hn. Claude George 
Heath, Arthur Howard( Hanley 
Heath, Sir Jas. (Statfords. NW 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope, J F(Sheffield, Brightside) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jeffreys, RtHn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. Denbigh 
Kerr, John 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Sir Henry 
Knowles, Sir Lees 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, Hn H L W (Mile End. 
Lee, Arthur H.(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long,Rt Hn Walter (Bristol,S. 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J (Portsm’ th) 
Lyttelton, Rt Hn. Alfred 
Macdona John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 
Marks, Harry Hananel 
Maxwell,RtHn Sir H E(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, RtHn Sir Frederick G. 
Milvain, Thomas 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) | TELLERS ror THE AyES—Sir 
Morpeth, Viscount | Alexander Acland - Hood 
Morrell, George Herbert | and Viscount Valentia. 
Morrison, James Archibald | 


s 














NOES. 
| Black, Alexander William | Bright, Allan Heywood 
| Boland, John | Burke, E. Haviland 


| Brigg, John | Caldwell, James 
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Campbell, John (Armagh, §.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph Kilkenny, N.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice, Capt ECS( Andrw’sB’ghs 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Firench, Peter 

Findlay, Alex. (Lanark, N. E. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gladstone,RtHn Herbert John 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Isaacs, Rufus Danie] 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
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Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan, W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Langley, Batty 

Law, HughAlex (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Markham, Arthur Basil 
Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Moss, Samuel 

Muldoon, John 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P.. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’ Brien, Kendal( Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Mailey, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
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Pirie, Duncan VY. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shackleton, David James 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Sack, John Bamford 
Spencer, Rt.HnCR( Northants) 
Stanhope, Hn. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radclitie 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, Sir A (Glamorgan, F.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomas,JA (Glamorgan,Gower 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merionetlh) 
Wills, ArthurWalters(N Dorset 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, Jobn (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse, SirJT( Huddrsti’d) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
Major Seely and = Mr. 
Emmott. 


Main Question again proposed. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said he thought it was about time to 
come to some understanding as to the 
future course of the proceedings that 
night, and for that purpose he begged to 
move the adjournment of the debate. 
Hitherto the 
ducted with perfect equanimity and good 


discussion had been con- 


temper, but if it were to be carried 
beyond a certain point a different feeling 
might arise, and he thought the time had 
arrived for bim to ask if the Government 
could not make some concession to the 
desires of his hon. friends and grant some 


extension of time for the consideration 
of the Report stage and the Third Read- 


ing of the Bill. Attempts had been made 
to induce the Government to make some 
Those 


attempts had proved futile, and he 


alterations as to the clauses, 
suggested that the Prime Minister ought 
to give additional time for the discussion 
on the later stages of the Bill. 


Question proposed, ‘* That the debate 
be now adjourned.”—(Sir H. Campbell- 


Bannerman.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that in 
order to prevent unnecessary friction he 
wished it to be thoroughly understood 
that although a certain time had been 
allotted to the discussion of the Bill there 
was no disposition on the part of the 
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Government to unnecessarily curtail the 
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discussion. From the point of view of 
the general convenienee of the House 
and the general desire of hon. Members 
he was willing to make aconcession. The 


complaint was that the Report stage was | 


too short, and that it was confined to 
one day, @.e., Monday week. If hon. 
Members were prepared to accept the 


evening sitting of the following day and 


y 1905} 
Paper that one day more should be allotted 
The difficulties 
seemed to be more in connection with 
the Committee than with the Report 
stage, and seeing that there were such 
a number of Amendments on the Paper 
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to the Committee stage. 





| by the members and supporters of the 
| Government, it was really on the Com- 
mittee stage that the extension of time 


should be given. 


to make no objection to the Third Read- | 


. 2 . | 
ing being taken at the conclusion of the | 


Report stage, that course would add a 
material period for the discussion of the 
Bill. 
must be understood that he had done 


Having made that concession it 


all within his power, and, in fact, he had 


proposed more than some of his hon. | 


friends would approve of. Ii the con- 


cession was taken in the spirit of the | 


offer and would be the means of ter- 
nilnating the proceedings for that night, 
it was one which he was prepared to 
nike, although he might be reproached 
by hon, Gentlemen at a later stage for 
making it, and he trusted that it would 
be received in the same spirit. 


Mr. McKENNA was of opinion that 
this was a reasonable concession and 


ought to be accepted. The chief 


objection to the Government’s proposals | 


that the time allotted to the 


Report stage was altogether too short. 


was 


They were now offered the Tuesday 
evening and that might be regarded 
as satisfactory. 


Mr. LOUGH agreed that the Prime 
Minister had met them in an admirable 
manner, but he thought that the Com- 
mittee stage, to which only two days had 
been allotted, could not be adequately 
treated. He had an Amendment on the 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Essex, Saffron 
Walden) asked the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether on the following day 
| the Third Reading was to be taken 
lat the evening sitting, or whether it 


| was to be taken at both the morning and 
evening sitting 2 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had 
| Suggested that there should be three 
|additional hours given to the Report 
| The Third Reading would remain 
exactly as at present, and be taken on 
| the Wednesday at the evening sitting. 

| 

| Masor SEELY said there seemed to 
| be a general consensus of opinion that 
| this was a reasonable arrangement. He 


| did not wish to prolong the proceedings, 
| - 


| but he regarded the Bill itself as intoler- 
| able, and, with the solitary exception of 
| Clause 5, it ought not to have been 


the 


alone he would protest against the Bill 


discussed in House. If he stood 


| im every way. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) said 
he did not intend to interfere to prevent 
this arrangement from being carried out ; 
but he must be allowed to say that 
he considered the concession of three 
hours was ridiculous, and was practically 


of no value «t all. If, however, the 





regular Opposition chose to consider it as 
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a concession, he had no business to 
interfere. 


Mr. DALZIEL said he wanted it to 
be clearly understood, so far as he was 
concerned, that he did not regard the 
concession of the right hon. Gentleman as 


{COMMONS} 


1256 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that though 
he gathered there was not absolute 
unanimity, he understood that it was 
felt on all sides that it was better to 
come to the arrangement he had 
suggested. He had now to move two 
or three Amendments in the Resolution 
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satisfactory. Instead 


Sm H. CAMPBELL- BANNERMAN 


of three hours, 
they ought to have three days. 


asked leave to withdraw his Motion. 


which would carry into effect the arrange- 
ment he had put before the House. 


Amendment made. 


Main Question, as amended, put. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question again proposed. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
3alfour, Capt C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW.( Leeds 
3alfour, Kenneth R.(Christch. 
3anner, John S. Harmood- 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bingham, Lord 
Blundell, Cojonel Henry 
Bowles, Lt.-Col. H. F( Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
3utcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn J A( Wore.) 
Chapman, Edward 
Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cross, Herb Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 
Davenport, W. Bromley 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson, Charles Scott 


Mr. John R_dmond. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 149 ; Noes, 


113. 


AYES. 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHnSirJ. (Manc’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Finlay, SirR. B.(Inv’rn’ssB’ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gardner, Ernest 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon, MajEvans(T’rH’mlets 
Goschen, Hn. George Joachim 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Halsey, Rt. Hn. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton,Marg of (L’donderry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath, Sir Jas. (StaffordsNW. 
Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.( Denbigh) 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 


| Kimber, Sir Henry 


Knowles, Sir Lees 


| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


(Division List No. 247.} 


Lawrence, Sir J. (Monm’th) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.( Mile End 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Long, RtHn Walter( Bristol, S 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Malcolm, [an 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn. SirH E( Wigt’n 
Meysey-Thompson. Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt. Hn.Sir Fredk. G. 
Milvain, Thomas 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col Edward 
Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Ridley, S. Forde 
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Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Round, Rt. Hn. James 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpoo! 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas | 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) | 
Smith, HC (North mb. Tyneside 
Smith. Rt Hn J Parker( Lanarks 








Abraham, William Cork, N. E. 
Allen, Charles P. 

sarry, E. J. (Cork, S.) 

Black, Alexander William 
3oland, John 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Burke, E. Haviland 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer | 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph | 
Crean, Eugene 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway | 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Edwards, Frank | 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellice, Capt EC(SAndrewsB’ghs | 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John 
Harcourt, Lewis 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higham, John Sharp 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


Ordered, That the proceedings in Com- | 


mittee and on Report of the 


including proceedings on the financial 
Resolution relating thereto, shall, 
previously disposed of, be brought to a 
conclusion at the times and in the manner 


hereinafter mentioned :— 


(a) The proceedings in Committee on 


the remaining part 


| Walker, Col. 
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Stanley, Rt. Hn. Lord(Lancs) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


| Stock, James Henry 


Talbot, Lord’E. (Chichester) 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw M. 
Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirCEH(Sheftield) 
William Hall 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir William 


NOES. 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P,(Cavan, W. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 


Law, Hugh Alex.(Donegal, W.) | 
| Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 


Levy, Maurice 


| Lewis, John Herbert 

| Lough, Thomas 

| Lundon, W. 

| Lyell, Charles Henry 

| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah 


| M‘Crae, George 


M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

| M'Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
| Markham, Arthur Basil 


| Mooney, John J. 
| Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 


Muldoon, John 


| Murphy, John 


Nannetti,Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


O‘Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


| O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


O'Dowd, John 
O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| O'Malley, William 
| O'Mara, James 
| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Partington, Oswald 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 


Aliens Bill, | 


unless 


(b) The 





of Clause 1, 


and Clauses 
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Warde, Colonel C. E. 
| Welby, Lt-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
iW hiteley, H. (Ashton undLyne 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R 
Wortley, Rt. Hon C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


_ Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Priestley, Arthur 

| | Reddy, M. 
| Redmond, John E (Waterford) 

| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 

Roche, John (Galway, East) 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 

| Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 

| Shackleton, David James 

| Sheeny, David 

| Sinclair, John (Forfarsbire) 

| Slack, John Bamford 
Spencer,Rt Hn CR{ Northants.) 

| Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, "Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas,J.A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durbam, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Woodhouse, Sir J T (Hudd’rsf'd 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
William M‘Arthur. 


2 and 3, and on the 


Committee stage of the financial 
Resolution, shall be brought to a 
conclusion on Monday the 10th 
of July. 


proceedings on the Report 


stage of the financial Resolution, 
and in Committee on Clauses 4, 
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Adjournment 


5, 6, and 7, shall be brought to a 
conclusion at the termination of 


the Afternoon Sitting on Tues- | 


day the lith of July. 


(c) The proceedings in Committee on 


the remaining Clauses of the Bill, 
or any new Clauses or Schedules, 
and any other proceedings neces- 
sary to bring the Committee 
stage to a conclusion, shall be 
brought to a conclusion at the 
termination of the Evening Sit- 
ting on Tnesday the 11th of 
July. 


(d) The consideration of the Report 


of the Bill shall be appointed for 
Monday the 17th of July, and 
for the Evening Sitting of the 
18th of July, shall be 


brought to a conclusion on that 


and 


day. 


(e’ At 11 p.m. on Monday the 10th 


of July, and at 6.30 p.m. on 
Tuesday the 11th of July, and 
at 12 midnight on Tuesday the 
llth of July, and at 11 p.m. on 
Tuesday the 18th of July, the 
Chairman or Speaker shall forth- 
with put the Question or Ques- 
tions on any Amendment or 
Motion already proposed from 
the Chair, and shall next proceed 
successively to put forthwith 
the Question on any Amend- 
ments moved by the Govern- 
ment of which notice has been 
given (but no other Amend- 
ments), and on every Question 
necessary to dispose of the busi- 
the day or 


ness allotted to 


sitting ; 


ments, or of Government new 
Clauses or Schedules, he shall 
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put only the Question that the 
Amendment be made or that 
the Clause or Schedule be added 
to the Bill, as the case may he. 


of the House. 


The Third Reading of the Bill shall be 
put down for the Evening Sitting on 
Wednesday the 19th of July, and at 
Twelve midnight on that day the Speaker 
shallput forthwith any Question necessary 
to conclude the proceedings on that stage 
of the Bill. 


The proceedings to which this Order 
relates shall not be interrupted except at 
the Afternoon Sitting at 7.30 p.m. on 
the 10th and 17th of Jiily, under the 
provisions of any Standing Order relating 
to the Sittings of the House. 


After the passing of this Order, on any 
day or at any Sitting to which Business 
is allotted under this Order, no dilatory 
Motion on the Bill or Resolution, and no 
Motion to postponea Clause of the Bill, 
shall be received unless moved by a 
Minister in charge of the Bill, and the 
Question on any such Motion shall be 


put forthwith. 


No Motion under Standing Order 10 
shall be received on the 10th, l1th, 17th, 
18th, or 19th July, and no opposed 


Private Business shall be set down at 


the Evening Sitting for consideration on 


| those days. 


If Progress be reported, the Chairman 
shall put this Order in force in any 
sudsequent sitting of the Committee. 


And, it being after One of the clock, 
| Mr. SpEaKeER adjourned the House with- 
“out Question put, pursuant to the 


(f) In the case of Government Amend- | Standing Order. 


Adjourned at twenty-two minutes 
before Two o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Thursday, 6th July, 1905. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate 
Bill [a.L.] ; Metropolitan Electric Tram- 
ways Bill. Committee to meet on Tues- 
day next. 


Hythe Corporation Bill [u.u.] ; Stepney 
Borough Council (Superannuation) Bill 
{u.L.]. Commons Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate 
Bill [a.u.]. The Lorp CHANCELLOR ac- 
quainted the House, That, in pursuance of 
Standing Order No. 163a relating to 
Private Bills, he had, on the requisition 
of the Chairman of Committees, appointed 
Robert Moore, of 199, Moulsham Street, 
Chelmsford, in the county of Essex, 
as guardian or protector of the infant 
Harry Charles Grey, to represent such 
infant before the Committee on the Bill 


Earl of Stamford’s Cheshire Estate 
Bill [u.L.]. The Lorp CHANCELLOR ac- 
quainted the House, That, in pursuance 
of Standing Order No. 163a relating to 
Private Bills, he had, on the requisition 
of the Chairman of Committees, ap- 
pointed Charles Theobald, of Salisbury 
House, London Wall, in the City of Lon- 
don, as guardian or protector of the 
infants the Honourable Roger Grey, com- 
monly called Lord Grey of Groby, and 
the Honourable Jane Grey, commonly 
called Lady Jane Grey, to represent such 
infants before the Committee on the Bill. 


South Barracas (Buenos Ayres) Gas and 
Coke Company Bill [u.u.]. Read 2a. 


Qldham and Saddleworth 
Tramways Bill fu.u.]. Read 3a, 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


District 
and 


Great Western Railway (New Rail- 
ways) Bill. Returned from the Com- 
mons with the Amendments agreed to. 


Donovan’s Divorce Bill [#.L.]. Minutes 
ot evidence and proceedings before this 


VOL. CXLVII. [Fourrs Sertes.] 
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House on the Second Reading, together 
with the documents deposited in the case, 
returned from the Commons. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill [u.1.]. Reported from the 
Select Committee with Amendments, and 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. 


Glasgow Corporation (Tramways Con- 
solidation) Order Confirmation Bill [#...] 
(No. 121). A Bill to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order relating to Glasgow Cor- 
poration Tramways; And 


Glasgow Corporation Order Confirma- 
tion Bill [u.t.] (No. 122). A Bill to 
confirm a Provisional Order relating to 
Glasgow Corporation. 


Were presented by the Marquess of 


Linlithgow (pursuant to the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 


1899, Sections 8 and 9); read la; and 
to be printed. 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead 
Railway Bill, The King’s consent signi- 
fied ; and Bill reported from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill. The King’s consent signified ; and 
Bill reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


Edgware and Hampstead Railway 
Bill. Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee, with Amendments. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) ACT, 1899. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 

tion, That the following Lords be pro 

posed to the House as the panel of 


‘Lords to act as Commissioners under 


the Act, viz. :— 

V. Falkland, 

L. Stewart of Garlies (EZ. Galloway) ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. 


2U 
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ETITIONS. MINES AND QUARRIES (GENERAL RE. 

aii PORT AND STATISTICS FOR 1903. PART 

a IV. COLONIAL AND FOREIGN STATIS. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS (AMENDMENT) te cnet 
BILL [u.1.]. Statistics relatmg to persons  em- 
Petition in favour of; of Royal Sani- ployed, output, and accidents at mines 
tary Institute; read, and ordered to and quarries in the British Colonies and 


lie on the Table. in foreign countries. 
SUNDAY CLOSING. ARKLOW HARBOUR. 
Petition for legislation for; of in- Report of the Arklow Harbour Com- 
nabitants of Carlisle; read, and ordered missioners, and statement of accounts 
to lie on the Table. for the year ended 31st December, 1904. 


—_—— | SUPERANNUATION. 
. 4 s Treasury Minute, dated 30th June, 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 1905, granting a retired allowance to 
sieieel Mr. Clement Millard, superintending 
INEBRIATES ACTS, 1879 to 1900 civil engineer at Portland. 
(SCOTLAND). Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Report of the Inspector for Scotland Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
under the Acts, for the year 1904. 


WAR STORES (COMMISSION) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1°; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* To- 
morrow (The Lord Chancellor). (No. 
123.) 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


Minute of the Committee of Council 
on Education in Scotland, dated 4th July, 
1905, amending the schedule to the 
Minute of 30th January, 1905, providing 
for the establishment of committees for PUBLIC} ROADS (IRELAND) BILL. 


the training of teachers. 
6 Brought from the Commons ; read 1’; 


and to be printed. (No. 124.) 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 3430. Turkey (Salonica). 


No. 3431. France (New Caledonia). BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
No. 3432. Roumania. Order of the day for Standing Order 


No. XXXIX. to be considered in order 
LONDON TRAFFIC. to its being suspended for this day's 
egiak al ty Sek ie . . sitting, read, and discharged, and sald 
eport of the oya vommiussion Standing Cand t> be ential & 


tt ” wo 7 aie . report morrow in order to its being suspended 
upon the means of locomotion and trans- fo, that day’s sitting. 


port in London (Volume I.). 





AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS (IRELAND). MR. SPEAKER’S RETIREMENT BILL 
Return of prices of certain classes of | Read 3* (according to order), and 
Irish agricultural products and live stock, passed. 
for the year 1904. tbe Bese 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 


to lie on the Table. AGRICULTURAL BATES ACT, 1896, ETC, 
‘ CONTINUANCE BILL. 


LUNACY. [SEconD READING. } 


Return to the Lord Chancellor of the Order of the Day for the Second Reaé: 
number of visits made, and the number ing read. 
of patients seen, by the several Com- 
missioners in Lunacy during the six *Lorp KENYON: My Lords, th 
months ended the 30th June, 1905. - object of the Bill which I have to asi 
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the House to read a second time this 


evening .is, I think, very well known | 


to your Lordships, but I should not be 
acting with courtesy to the House if I 
did not say a few words upon it. Its 
object is to preserve the continuance for 
four years of the Agricultural Rates 
Act, 1896, the Tithe Rent Charge Rates 
Act, 1899, and two Scottish Acts of a 
similar nature. In short, the effect of 
this Bill is to relieve the occupiers of 
vgricultural land, and the clerical owners 
of tithe rent-charge, from one-half of 
the local rates, and to supply the defi- 
clency by an annual grant from the 
local taxation account out of sums 
paid to that account from the proceeds 
of estate duty derived from personal 
property. This policy was extended to 
tithe rent-charge attached to benefices 
in 1899 to carry into effect the second 
Report of the Royal Commission on 
Local Taxation. These Acts were re- 
newed in 1901, the principle being 
that both the occupiers of agricultural 
land and clerical rent-charge owners had 
paid more than their fair share to the 
local rates. 


The principle is not anewone. It was 
recognised by Parliament in the Public 
Health Acts with regard to rates for 
sanitary purposes,in which case both those 
classes of people were exempted from three- 
fourths. The Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on Agriculture pointed out the 
unfair position of the agricultural occu- 


pier, but did not consider it feasible to | 
relieve him to the extent of three- | 


fourths, to which extent he had been 
relieved before. It was felt that if 
this were the only change it would 
result in a heavy charge on the other 
ratepayers, and therefore a grant from 
local taxation account was made equal 
to one-half the rates, and that amount 
was based on the rates paid in the year 
preceding the passing of the Act. That 
fixed grant still remains the same, and 
amounts altogether to about £1,300,000. 
In the case of the tithe rent-charge the 
course pursued is a little different. 
In that case one-half of the total amount 
of the rates is paid by the owner and one- 
half on demand by the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue, through the sur- 
veyor of taxes. This is not a fixed 
grant, and has risen from £105,000 in 
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| 1909-1 to £125,000 in 1903-4, 
showing a very large increase in 
rates in the country. The Scottish 


Acts involved in this Continuance Bill 
are the Agricultural Rates Congested 
District Act and the Burgh Lind Tax 
Relief Act, 1896, and the Local Taxation 
Act, 1898. 


I do not think it is necessary for me 
to discuss the principle of this Bill. 
Your Lordships are mostly landowners 
and thoroughly understand it, and [ 
think you will agree with me that it 
has done a great deal to relieve the 
people whom it was hoped it would 
relieve. There were many arguments 
agvinst it when it was first introduced 
in 1896, but I think it is obvious, from 
the manner in which this Bill has recently 
passed through the other House, that 
those arguments were not altogether 
founded on fact. It was also admitted 
in the other House that unless some re- 
adjustment of local taxation could take 
place it was necessary to continue this 
Act. The Government had hoped to 
pass some measure for the readjustment 
of local taxation; but, had no other 
reasons prevailed, the state of the Ex- 
chequer would not have allowed of that. 
Sufficient time, however, has not been 
at the service of the Government to 
enable them to pass such a Bill. Last 
| year they did give an earnest of their 
| wish to do something in this respect by 
\ 
| 





introducing a Valuation Bill, but time 
did not permit of the passing of that 
measure, and other, perhaps more im- 
portant, things took its place. I beg 
to move the Second Reading of this Bill. 


Moved, *‘That the Bill be now read 2a.”’ 
—(Lord Kenyon.) 


Earb SPENCER: My Lords, I take 
no exception to the speech which has 
just been delivered by the noble Lord in 
charge of the Bill, but I feel it necessary 
to explain the course which I intend to 
pursue, as it may appear to your Lord- 
ships somewhat inconsistent. I am not 
going to oppose the Second Reading of 
the Bill or to in any way impede its pro- 
gress through your Lordships’ House. 
At the same time I do not agree with the 
statement of the noble Lord that the 
course pursued in the House of Commons 


2U 2 
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in regard to this Bill showed that there 
was no foundation for the arguments 
which were used at the outset when the 
measure was first introduced in 1896. I 
take an entirely different view. I oppose 
most strongly the mode of action of the 
Bill, and I maintain that, since the Act 
has been at work, the arguments which 
were used against it when it was first intro- 
duced are proved to have been perfectly 
valid, and I think stronger reasons could 
now be urged against the Bill than were 
put forward at that time. 


Now, why is it that I and others with 
whom I act are opposed to the principle 
of this Bill? It was originally intro- 
duced as a temporary measure pending a 
general revision of the system of rating. 
It was on that account that the Bill was 
passed. It was renewed in 1901 
because it had been the law then for five 
years, and it was felt that it would have 
been exceedingly unjust to those rate- 
payers concerned if suddenly this measure, 
which gave them very considerable 
assistance, was withdrawn. For the 
same reason I feel at the present moment 
that it is necessary that the Bill should be 
again renewed, but I still object to the 
principle. I admit at once that it is 
necessary that in the matter of rating 
and valuation there should be sweeping 
changes. There are a great many 
anomalies and inequalities in the system 
which now prevails, but this measure is 
what I call a piece of patchwork. It 
extends to one particular class; and 
though that class, I quite admit, with 
other classes, has a claim to consideration 
if a general measure were adopted, its 
claim for relief is not so strong as that of 
other classes. 


Take the case of agricultural land. 
You will find that much larger relief is 
given to those who are able to bear the 
rates than to those less able to bear them, 
and anyone who refers to the very able 
Report of the Royal Commission over 
which Lord Balfour of Burleigh presided 
will find ample evidence to the effect 
that between rich and poor agricultural 
districts the greatest inequality and un- 
fairness provails. There was evidence 
given by, I think, a Rev. Mr. Davies, 
showing that the Act worked exceedingly 
unevenly. He said he knew of accom- 
modation land which wa» rented at £4 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 
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per acre being relieved, a case which 
probably needed no relief, and I 
maintain that a case like this should 
not be held in the same proportion 
as land which was rented at 5s. an 
acre. And if we compare the rates in 
towns and in agricultural districts the 
comparison is very striking indeed. You 
cannot possibly contend that agricultural 
districts require the same assistance as 
urban districts. 

It is assumed that the burden on 
agricultural land has increased very 
much. I admit that it has to a certain 
degree, and I will explain why I admit 
it presently. But if you take the rates 
on agricultural land in the year 1817 
and compare them with those in the 
year 1891, you find this—that whereas 
the burden borne by land in 1817 
amounted to £6,733,000, in 1891 it had 
come down to £4,260,000; whilst, with 
regard to houses and other property, in 
1817 the rates amounted to £3,366,000, 
and in 1891 to £23,500,000. Those. I 
think, are very striking figures. They 
may vary now to some extent. We had 
evidence before the Royal Commission 
that the rates had greatly increased 
since 1891 and 1892 and I quite admit 
that; but I have taken some little pains 
to examine assessments and rates on 
property which I know in my own 
neighbourhood and in different counties 
in England, and I am sure that what 
I have said as to no great increase in 
the hereditary taxation of land will be 
found to be the case. Where there is no 
extra rate, such as a sanitary rate or a 
special rate for a new road, it will be 
found that the rates within the last 
twenty years have not varied very much. 


But if you look at the other rates 
you will find that they have increased 
to an enormous extent. The details of 
this subject are voluminous; it would 
be difficult for even the most. skilled 
statistician to make them clear to your 
Lordships, and I shall not, therefore, 
attempt the task. I am quite ready to 
admit that if you take the hereditary 
rates, which I call the pure poor rate, 
the county, borough, and police rate, 
and the highways rate, they have in- 
creased from nearly £11,000,000 in 1817 
to £23,212,276 in 1900. That is a very 
heavy increase. Further, we have the 
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addition of the education rate in rural 
districts, and I believe I am not over- 
stating it when I say that in a great 
many counties the education rate has 
already increased to something like 
7d. in the £, and when they deal with 
scondary education the rate will go up 


ty» Is. That state of things is, 1 think, 
a very serious one. This increasing 
burden in rates shows the absolute 
necessity of redistributing the rates 


and putting them on a fair and equitable 
f sting. 


| am not one of those who say that 
agricultural land should not be = con- 
sidered in that redistribution. I cer- 
tainly think that agricultural land should 
be taken into account because there has 
been some unfairness with regard to the 
mode of rating, as has been very well 
expressed in the Minority Report of Sir 
Edward Hamilton and Sir George Murray. 
I will venture to read to your Lordships 
what they say—- 

“We think it fair to draw a distinction in 
favour of property used for agricultural pur- 
poses, because there is little doubt that on the 
whole its rateable value is considerably higher 
in proportion to the ability of the occupier 
to pay than in the case of any other occupation.” 


That I believe to be perfectly true. I 
have heard it said that the Agricultural 


tates Act has been unfair, because 


instead of benefiting the tenant it has | 


benefited the landlord. I think it has 
been conclusively shown that rates on 
economic principles must fall on the 
landlord. In every calculation as to 
rent rates are taken into consideration 
before the rent is fixed. No doubt 
there are cases where the rent is not 
revised for a long time ; sometimes it is 
that the landlord is too poor to do it, 
sometimes it is that he is unwilling to do 
it; and if there is a great increase in the 
rates, then I admit it falls very unjustly 
on the tenant. Buton economic grounds 
I maintain that rates are paid by the 
landlord, and in a genera] measure I deny 
that it is right to exclude the landlord if 
it is shown that he bears an undue share 
of rates. 


I have said enough, I think, to show 
that this Bill works exceedingly unevenly 
and that it causes great dissatisfaction, 
not only among agriculturists themselves, 
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culture, receiving much greater advantage 
than they do themselves, but it causes 
just complaint amongst urban ratepayers, 
whose rates have so enormously, and, I 
venture to think, unduly, increased. The 
amount involved in this Bill is a very 
large one; it comes to an addition of- 
very nearly a penny to the income-tax, 
and all to relieve one special class. I 
find, according to Returns, that rates 
generally have increased more rapidly 
since 1891 than at any previous period. 
The Commissioners in their Report state 
| that they have increased at the rate of 
about £1,500,000 a year, and when we 
take into consideration what the educa- 
tion rate will now be, I think your Lord- 
ships will agree that the matter is a very 
serious one, and one which ought to 
receive most careful attention. I shall 
not go into the interesting but intricate 
question as to the enormous alteration 
in the proportionate value of land to 
houses. There is also the question of 
some of these rates being remunerative. 
That, too, has to be borne in mind. 
There is no doubt that some of the rates 
are remunerative, and, therefore, cannot 
be said to impose an undue burden. 
There are, notwithstanding, very serious 
anomalies in the present system, and 
| there have been in the past even greater 
| anomalies, 





Take the question of valuation. I had 
some years ago considerable experience 
in this matter, having twice been chair- 
man of a union assessment committee 
when making a union assessment, and 
twice chairman of a county rating com- 
mittee which made a new county rate 
assessment. Your Lordships are, of 
course, aware that there are two rates 
in a country district—I am speaking now 
of rural districts—there is the poor rate 
and the county rate. In old days the 
poor rate and Poor Law assessment was 
the rate and assessment for the levying 
of all taxation, whether for the relief of 
the poor and other work belonging to the 
Poor Law, or for the county rate; but 
that, happily, was altered. It had been 
the case for many years that different 
unions had a perfectly different standard 
of valuation. Each union tried to have 
a lower standard than its neighbour. 
Fortunately, an Act was passed enabling 





who find their neighbours, also in agri- 


the county to have its own valuation. 
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The counties then had their own county | 
rate, and the first thing that was done | 
in my county was this. We brought | 
all the unions together, and compared 
their assessment with the ; income-tax 
assessment, and this secured a uniform 
standard throughout the county. The 
old system caused great injustice to 
railways. I recollect. as chairman of 
quarter sessions, hearing an appeal frcm 
a railway company which complained 
that, as several unions were assessed at 
a very low figure, and not at the same 
standard ot value as the railways, the 
railways paid an undue amount to the 
county rates. But this anomaly still 
exists, that the county never assesses 
individual farms; they only assess the 
unions and parishes. In this way, there- 
fore, you have nowa county rate collected 
with the poor rate. It is not unfair to 
a parish, because parishes are all at about 
the same standard of value, but it is 
collected very often on a totally different 
standard from that which would obtain 
if the county had valued each separate 
holding. That is an anomaly which 
ought not to exist any longer. 


Agricultural Rates Act 


In some counti:s I understand that 


the variation in the standard still 
exists. I have even heard of towns 


choosing to have a low standard, with 
this result, that they did not diminish 
their expenditure, but when their 
expenditure was as high as_ their 
neighbours they had a much higher rate ; 
and I have heard of people who were 
about to settle in a town refusing to go 
there because the rates were so_ high. 
That difficulty has arisen owing to the 
town wishing to have a low standard of 
assessment instead of a fair standard. 
I think one of the most important things 
with regard to the whole of this subject 
is that there should be one valuation 
fixed for all kinds of assessment. There 
should be the same valuation for the 
income-tax, for the county rate, and for 
the union and district rate, and in that 
way the complications to which I have 
referred would be avoided. I know that 
this is not an easy thing to do. 


The noble Lord referred to a proposal 
of His Majesty’s Government in the 
Speech of last year to pass a Valuation 
Bill. 


Earl Spencer. 
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*EARL SPENCER: I think on three or 
‘four other occasions Bills have been 
promised and attempted, but have 
always failed. I quite admit the diffi- 
culty of dealing with this matter, but it 
is essential that it should be taken in 
hand. 


I come to another point. The cry 
has always been that real property 
has paid more in proportion than personal 
property, and at different times con- 
siderable relief has been given by Govern- 
ment. It began in the time of Sir Robert 
Peel, in 1846, and the estimated relief to 
rates that he proposed amounted to 
something like £341,000. Then came 
the Police Act of 1856, brought in by Sir 
George Grey under a Liberal Government, 
and next came the relief in 1874, pro- 
'posed by Sir Stafford Northcote. In 
1877 Mr. (now Viscount) Cross made a 
very important proposition, which was 
carried out, whereby local prisons were 
transferred from the local authorities to 
the State. Next there was the grant of 
£250,000 in respect of dis-turnpiked roads 
given by Mr. Gladstone’s Government in 
1882. Then came very large and im- 
portant changes made by Mr. Goschen 
when he allotted certain taxes for the 
purpose of local relief. 


In this way there has been an enormous 
increase in Exchequer contributions. 
In 1879-80 Government contributions 
amounted to £2,733,846, and in 
1899-190 to £12,249,083. These 
grants were at first always given on con- 
dition of certain payments being made 
to different authorities. Some of those 
have been swept away by Mr. Goschen’s 
proposal, but a considerable number 
still exist, and I maintain that that is not 
a sound principle of financial administra- 
tion of local bodies. They have a 
mandate to pay over to certain unions 
particular sums, and these deal with 
salaries of teachers, school fees, fees for 
the registration of births and deaths, 
pauper lunatics, and the cost of union 
offices. These are, I understand, the 
only ones now left. The police is a 
different matter, because there the 
counties pay a large sum out of the rates. 
I think this principle is not a sound one. 
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It is not a sound principle that repre- | 


sentative bodies should be forced by 
precept or mandate to pay certain sums 
when they have no control whatever as 
to the distribution of those sums. 


These abuses have been to a certain | 


extent diminished, but they still in some 
measure exist. With regard to Mr. 
(ioschen’s great Act, I cannot help 
thinking that, rather unexpectedly pro- 
bably to the author, this system of pay- 
ment has worked exceedingly ill. The 
sums have increased enormously, but 
they have confused all the accounts. 
Nobody, unless he is perfectly versed in 
county affairs, would be able to wade 
through a balance-sheet of a county 
with regard to Exchequer contributions 
and all these different sums without the 
greatest difficulty. In the counties 
there is confusion, but there is confusion 
also with regard to the Exchequer 
accounts because these sums are paid 
out. The money raised by taxation is 
not available for general national ex- 
penditure, and a very abstruse calcula- 
tion has to be made by eliminating what 
is paid to the counties out of public 
revenue before you can really arrive at 
what the national revenue clearly is. 
Therefore, I submit that this system, 
particularly since the Agriqultural Rates 
Act has been passed, has left both the 
national finance and local finance in a 
state of terrible chaos. 


The question of compounding of rates 
is another matter which I think ought to 
be considered. No question has created 
more difficulty in Parliament and else- 
where than this question. I remember 
hearing a brilliant speech from my great 
leader, the late Mr. Gladstone, on this 
subject in the House of Commons. He 
defended the compounding of rates on 
this ground, that it was eminently con- 
venient in the collection of rates that one 
person instead of a great many persons 
should pay the rate, and he argued that 
it distinctly came out of the rent of the 
cottages or houses. Economically my 
right hon. friend was, no doubt, quite 
right, but in practice I am sure that hardly 
any householder, either in towns or 
villages, in respect of whose dwellings the 
rates are compounded, ever thinks that in 
the rent is included the rates, or makes 
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expenditure. It is, I admit, a difficult 
subject, but I feel that it is one of the 
greatest possible importance. 


It is very necessary that all electors 
should be made to take an interest in, 
and feel responsibility for, public expendi- 
ture, and if hundreds of thousands of 
people do not know how much of their 
rent goes towards rates, I think it is a 
very serious matter indeed. A curious 
instance was brought to my notice 
recently in the case of the borough of 
Holborn. Figures were collected a little 
while ago by that borough showing that 
more than a quarter of the sum paid in 
rates in Holborn was paid by companies 
which had no voting power whatever, 
and that, on the other hand, more than 
half of the registered voters paid no rates 
at all. Therefore, the people who pay 
the rates do not vote, and the people 
who do not pay have votes. Direct 
taxation is the best way of showing 
electors where there is good government, 
and on that ground I wish sincerely that 
something could be done by Act of Parlia- 
ment to alter the present system. 


One of my reasons for urging a general 
Act for the redistribution of Exchequer 
contributions, and putting rates on a 
different system, is that I want to avoid 
the patchwork legislation which is con- 


tinually being proposed. We have 
,this Act, which of course we must 


‘now carry for the reasons I have given, 


any remonstrance of extravagance or over- | 





but we have continually other Acts— 
Acts of great importance — proposed, 
which, if carried, would only add 
to the patchwork and make confusion 
worse confounded. There are many 
friends of mine who think the taxa- 
tion of land values a just and easy 
thing to do. I to a certain extent 
agree, but I recognise that there are 
great difficulties in regard to that 
question. It will have to be considered, 
and considered very carefully, but I want 
it to be taken into consideration not alone 
as this Bill has been, but in conjunction 
with a general scheme revising the whole 
system of rating. I am not going to 
propound the remedies which have been 
put forward in the great Report of the 
Royal Commission. I use the word 
“ great ” advisedly, for I believe it is one 
of the most valuable Reports ever sub- 
mitted to Parliament, and ought to be 
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valuation Acts. There are many things 
to be considered, and the whole subject 
should be taken in hand and dealt with. 


The present position with regard to 
rating and valuation—I might even say 
with regard to taxation, though that goes 
rather beyond the scope of this Bill— 
is most unsatisfactory. It encourages 
peddling and tinkering with the question, 


and to that I have the greatest possible | 
not | 


objection. What we require is 


separate and individual steps, but aj 


comprehensive, far-reaching. and equitable 
measure. 
their opportunity to carry such a Bill; 
they had a gigantic majority in another 


place; they have a still more gigantic | 


majority here, and yet they have not 
dealt with the subject even after the able 
Report of the Royal Commission which 
they themselves appointed. The noble 
Lord said there were two reasons why 
His Majesty’s Government could not 
deal with the question. One was that the 
Exchequer was not very full at this 
moment, and that it required an over- 
flowing Exchequer to deal with it. But 
does it? It is not so certain that we 
require great additions to the grants from 
the Exchequer. What we want is a 
fairer and better redistribution of the 
grants. With regard to time, I cannot 
help thinking that the time at the dis- 
posal of the Government is very much 
under their command, and I certainly 
cannot congratulate His Majesty’s Goy- 
ernment on the way they have used the 
time which they had at their disposal 
in another place. I do not wish to say 
hard things, but they seem to me to have 
wasted the time there, and if they had 
managed things with more judgment 
they would have had time to deal with 
this and many other important subjects. 
The task of redressing what is wrong and 
unjust in the matter of rating is, as I have 
said, a difficult problem, but, though it 
may take much time and great labour, 
if it is done it will repay the time bestowed 
upon it by any Government. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : 
My Lords, after the reference which has 
been made by the noble Earl I think your 
Lordships will not be surprised if I desire 
to say a few words on some of the aspects 


Earl Spencer. 
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of the questions which have been brought 
before us to-night. The noble Earl, I 
think, used very fully the traditional 
liberty of this House in matters of debate 
when he made the speech we have just 
listened to upon the Second Reading 
of what is, after all, a very humble little 
measure—a speech covering, if not the 
whole field, at any rate a very large 
portion ofthe whole field, of local taxation. 
As to very much of what the noble Ear] 
said towards the latter part of his speech 
there will be no disagreement on this 
side of the House. I think he made some 


: | very wise and statesmanlike observations 
The present Government had): 


on the question of compounding. I en- 
tirely concur with what he said. I believe 
the practice of compounding, however 
comfortable for the local authorities, 
however easy as a matter of collecting 
the rates, is entirely vicious in principle, 
and ought to be, if not altogether 
abolished, which 1 believe is impossible, 
at any rate confined within very much 
narrower limits than it And for 
this reason. Many of those who pay 
under the system of compounding do 
not know, and have no means of know- 
ing, for what they are paying. They 
are apt to think that because the sum 


is. 


| that is collected from them by the land- 





lord is larger as time goes on the whole 
of that increase is increase of rent due 
to the rapacity of the landlord, and, 
owing to the fact that they have no 
means of having it divided for them, they 
get a very false idea of the real cause of 
their increased contribution; and I 
think one of the most salutary reforms 
which you could carry into effect would 
be to make it a necessary incident of 
the system of compounding that the 
demand note should render it easy for 
the person who has to pay to distinguish 
between what is paid in rent and what is 
paid in rates, so that he would see, as 
each year goes on, that the increase in 
what he has to pay is not wholly rent, 
but is, to a large extent, on account of 
increased contribution to the rates. 


There were some complaints in the 
earlier portion of the noble Earl’s speech 
about the method in which this matter 
had been dealt with by the Government 
during the last ten years, and a part of his 
complaint was that the Act had been intro- 
duced in the first instance as a temporary 
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measure, and had been so continued 
during the last nine or ten years at three 
different intervals. I cannot help think- 
ing that in making that complaint the 
noble Earl was oblivious of the real 
history of how this grievance has risen. 
The original basis of the contribution 
to local rates, especially the poor rate, 
was that it should be a contribution 
according to the ability of the person 
who had to pay. The well-known Act 
of Elizabeth provided that it should be 
according to the ability of the inhabi- 
tints, and personal property was techni- 
cally lable to contribution for the poor 
rate, and was, in many instances, obliged 
to pay down to the year 1840. In 1839 
a decision was given which brought the 
matter to a crisis, and in the following 
year an Act was passed as a temporary 
measure exempting personal property 
from the payment of rates. I think 
it is, at any rate, some palliation of what 
the noble Earl thinks is an offence in 
this case, when we recollect that the 
Act passed in 1840 for one year as a 
temporary measure has found its way into 
the Expiring Laws Continuance Bill, 
und has been renewed ever since that 
time, always ostensibly for one year. 
Even that does not exhaust the whole 
case, because 1840 was, as your Lord- 
ships, of course, know, before the repeal 
of the Corn Laws, and the grievance was 
intensified by that repeal, of which I 
am not going to complain; but, as a 
matter of historical fact, the grievance 
to the landed interest was intensified 
by the repeal, because out of what they 
then had they were more able to pay 
even the larger contribution which the 
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noble Earl has indicated. He gave 
some figures which, as quoted, are 
rather misleading. The noble Earl 


said that in towns and urban districts 
the quantum of the rates is very much 
larger than in agricultural or rural 
districts. That, as a sweeping general 
statement, is undoubtedly true; but 
before you can make a proper compari- 
son of the burden which is borne, not only 
by the rural ratepayer as distinguished 
from the urban ratepayer, but as between 
different classes of ratepayers in rural 
and urban districts, you must bear in 
mind, when you talk of an urban rate 
of 8s. or 9s. in the £ as against a rural 
rate of 4s. or 5s. in the £, that the urban 
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rate in almost every case includes a very 
great deal more than the rural rate does. 
In these days of municipal enterprise, 
as to which I make no objection, in such 
matters as water, gas, and so on, the 
ratepayer in the urban district is getting 
a great deal more for the money which 
he pays, and a great many beneficial 
services are discharged for him by the 
local authority which, if they were not 
discharged for him as a communal 
charge spread over the whole of the 
county, would have to be done by him- 
self at greater expense. Therefore, if 
you are going to compare the burden 
borne by rural and urban ratepayers you 
must take care that vou compare like 
with like, and you must eliminate, when 
vou are making a comparison between 
the gross’ burdens borne, everything in 
the nature of a beneficial rate. 

So much, then, for the question whether 
the urban or rural ratepaver is more en- 
titled to relief from the Exchequer. If 
I understood the noble Earl rightly, he 
made it a part of his case against this 
policv—not against this Bill, but against 
the policy —that in 1817 a sum of 
£7,000,000 was drawn from the landed 
interest in the name of the Poor Law, 
and that now it had down to 
£4,000,000. Nothing could be more mis- 
leading than to state the broad figures 
like that, because the question is not 
what was paid as a total contribution, 
but what the levy per £ was. I should 
be very much surprised if it is not the 
case, comparing the ability to pay with the 
revenue upon which it was paid, that the 
£7,000,000 of 1817 was probably felt to be 
less burdensome than the £4,000,000 of the 
present day. It was made a point also 
that at the same time as the gross con- 
tribution from land had fallen the gross 
contribution from houses had risen. 
Well, just look at the relative proportion 
in valuation between houses and land 
at the beginning of the last century and 
now. 


come 


*Eart SPENCER: I specially said 
there had been a very great difference 
in proportion between the value of land 
and the value of houses. 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : 
If the noble Earl once admits that, surely 
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his whole generalisation falls to the 
ground, because the gross amount that | 
you levy from any class of property | 
cannot be compared fairly unless at the 
same time, in a matter of this kind, you 
estimate also the gross amount of the 
property from which it is drawn and the 
ability of the owner of that property to 
bear the burden. The noble Earl also 
made a considerable point of the number 
of different efforts which had been made 
to relieve the local ratepayer at the ex- 
pense of the national taxpayer. With 
regard to that part of the noble Earl’s 
speech vou must be careful to remember 
that all these attempts are not accumu- 
lative. You must remember that 
under some of the statutes the con- 
tributions were in substitution for 
those which had gone immediately 
before. 


The noble Earl commented, not a 
bit too strongly, on the complication of 
the present system. I agree that it is 
almost bewildering in its confusion. I 
should be sorry to say, after five years 
of study, that I thoroughly understand 
it: but I am quite sure of one thing, 
that when there is a change, when there 
is a reform of the whole system of local 
taxation, the noble Earl will be living 
in a fool’s paradise if he thinks it will 
not necessarily involve an _ increased 
contribution trom the Imperial Ex- 
chequer to local rates. And it is on 
that ground, I believe, as much as 
any other, that the Government have 
shrunk from dealing with the matter. 
If there had not been a great expendi- 
ture recently in South Africa, I believe 
this question would have been dealt with ; 
but you may depend upon it that, 
though you may say you want fairer 
and better distribution, the noble Earl 
will find that those from whom anything 
is taken will vent their displeasure 
upon their representatives, and through 
their representatives upon the Govern- 
ment, and that those who get the benefit 
under any system of reform will, if they 
do not sit quiet, simply say they have 
not had enough, but ought to have 
more. 


It is, in my opinion, impossible to 
over-estimate the difficulty, complexity, 
and far-reaching ramifications of the 
question which has been touched on 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


{LORDS} 
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to-night. I am sure if the matter is 
| aaely considered you will find that 
during the last two or three years there 
| has not been an opportunity for com- 
prehensively dealing with the whole 
question. The noble Earl touched 
upon the increase in the rates, and in- 
cidentally upon matters in connection 
with that. I venture to say that when 
you do deal with this matter, what you 
will have to do will be to endeavour to 
reconcile local control and local manage- 
ment and yet to get a fair contribution 
from the Imperial Exchequer, and to 
secure that that contribution is paid in 
uch a way that it will not be, as it has 
sometimes been in the past, taken to 
be a premium on ‘local extravagance. 
What you have got to do, in my humble 
opinion, is to look in this direction. At 
the same time you must find out what 
part of the charges which are laid upon 
the local ratepayer involve matters of 
national policy. There is a national 
policy involved in having a sound poor 
rate and in having good education, and, 
taking those two things as an example, 
you must endeavour to combine effi- 
ciency with economy, and you cannot 
get rid of local control. Yet it is not 
fair to penalise those parts of the 
country which are efficient in the 


| Matter of poor rate and education. Any- 


one who will turn to the pages of the 
Report of the Royal Commission will 
find a scheme drawn out, to which 
I have appended my name, which | 
derived from one or two of the best 
known local administrators of taxation 
in England, which will be worthy of a 
certain amount of study. 


The noble Earl alluded to the question 


‘of valuation, and in that I venture to 


think he touched the real root of what 
is necessary to do first. You must 
have an efficient system of valuation, 
and I hope noble Lords from England 
will not be offended with me when I say 


that in Scotland we are at least 
half a century ahead of England 
in this matter, because we have a 


valuation up to date renewed every 
year; whereas in England—I elicited 
the fact from a witness who gave evi- 
dence before the Commission—in some 
country parishes a new system of valua- 
tion has not been introduced for thirty 
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years. The noble Earl was right when 
he said that what you have to aim at is 
one valuation for Imperial, county, 
and parish purposes. We have got 
that in Scotland, but in England you 
have various authorities pulling against 
one another. One of the reasons for 
the Tithe Rent Charge Act, which has 
been very much commented upon at 
various times, is this, that by the con- 
tinual failing to keep the union assess- 
ment, which greatly depends on the action 
of the parish overseers up to date, 
the tithe rent-charge owner, who 
is always rated up to the hilt, because 
the value is known, has from time to 
time been put in a relatively unfair 
position as compared with other rate- 
payers. That is a fair thing to remem- 
ber when you are dealing with a Bill 
which is extending relief to that particu- 
lar class of ratepayer, whose case for re- 
lief was proved more fully than any other 
case I have ever had to deal with. 


We believe there never was a greater 
injustice perpetrated upon any class of 
ratepayer than upon the agricultural 
ratepayer when he had to pay his rates 
upon the full valuation of his farm. 
One witness who came before us gave 
detailed figures which proved to our 
satisfaction that in the parish with which 
he was connected the agricultural rate- 
payer paid about 15 per cent. of his in- 
come in rates, and that no other rate- 
payer paid more than 5 per cent. Those 
who were using property for manu- 
facturing purposes were not paying more 
than 1°5 per cent. on what was probably 
their income. That was a very grave 
injustice, which the agricultural interest 
could not bear, and one which it was 
perfectly right to relieve them of, and 
this relief must be continued to them 
until a general comprehensive reform 
is undertaken. When that may be in 
our present political conditions and 
with the difficulties of it, I am bound to 
say I dare not forecast; but this I do 
say, that I do not envy the Government, 
from whichever political Party it is 
drawn, which has to undertake the task, 
but if ever there was a case which ought 
to be decided, not on Party lines, but 
on sound business lines, it is this ques- 
tion of rating. I suppose it is hopeless 
this year, but I hope whoever is in power 


{6 JuLy 
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next year, whether it be this Government 
or any other, will make a real effort to 
deal with the question of valuation, 
because that is a necessary prelude to 
any reform of local taxation, and that 
question, I think, would not be nearly so 
complicated as the reform of local taxa- 
tion itself, for it could be done, and 
largely done, by giving power to local 
authorities who are competent to do it, 
and who ought to be entrusted with it. 


Eart CARRINGTON: My Lords, 
I am not going to presume to take up the 
time of the House on this subject, but I 
should like to be allowed to call attention 
to two sentences that fell from my noble 
friend who moved the Second Reading 
of this Bill. The noble Lord expressed 
the great desire of the Government to 
undertake the question of readjusting 
local taxation, and a great many reasons 
were given why that was impossible. 
We have been told that there was not 
enough money in the Exchequer and not 
enough time at the disposal of Parlia- 
ment. But I suppose there is one more 
reason why this great subject has not 
been taken in hand, and that is the 
promise of Mr. Balfour not to over- 
burden his supporters with too much 
legislation. I must say I rubbed my 
eyes with astonishment when I heard my 
noble friend opposite, who is such an 
authority on agriculture, say that this 
Act was brought in in the interests of the 
occupiers and had done a great deal to 
relieve those persons whom the Govern- 
ment had hoped it would relieve. 


May I, for one moment, call the atten- 
tion of the House to the Bill itself ? 
Lord Balfour calls it a very humble 
measure. I do not know whether it is 
such a humble measure after all, for it 
seems to raise the whole question of the 
incidence of rating. This humble meas- 
ure, which we are asked to renew for 
four years, represents a tax on the whole 
community of about £1,250,000 annually. 
I should have thought, in the present 
state of affairs, that that was a somewhat 
serious matter. Farmers’ rates, I have 
always understood, are calculated at 
something like 2s. an acre. If you take 
them all over England you would find 
that the average rates of tenant farmers 
are about that sum. Half of that, 
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therefore, is equivalent to a reduction in 
rent of ls. per acre—namely, 5 per cent. 
Considering what tremendous reductions 
—30, 40, and 50 per cent.—have been 
made in rents all over England in days 
gone by, I do not think that that is, 
after all, such a very great boon to the 
tenant farmer as some would think. 
Rents have been stationary since 1896, 
while, as my noble friend the Leader of 
the Opposition, in his most masterly 
exposition on the subject, has pointed 
out, rates have gone up very considerably. 


I should like to put before the House 
the position of a man like myself, who 
is entirely dependent upon land, and 
who looks upon land-owning from a 
business point of view. Supposing a 
man has 25,000 acres of land, a reduction 
of ls. an acre means on that land £1,250, 
which is paid by the whole community 
at large. If you wanted to put the 
tenants in the same position, you would 
either have to give them a temporary 
reduction of 10 per cent., or you would 
have to make a permanent reduction 
vourself of £1,250 a year; but though 
the rates, as the noble Earl behind me 
has said, have gone up, vet the rents 
have remained stationary, and the tenant 
farmer in 1905 is practically in the same 
position as he was in 1896. I cannot 
see that he is in any better position. 
Mr. Henry Chaplin, who is understood 
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farmers did not get the benefit of the 


Agricultural Rates Act was exploded, 
This is the first time I have heard 
it for many years, but, even if it was 
the fact that they did not get the 
whole of the benefit of the Act, one thing 
is certain—their rates have largely in- 
creased. Nobody can deny that the 
effect of the Education Act has been to 
increase the burden on agricultural land. 
I did not rise so much to deal with an 
exploded contention as to follow out 
an argument used by Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh as to the false assumption 
drawn from the figures quoted by the 
noble Earl the Leader of the Opposition. 
It is quite impossible to deal with whole- 
sale figures with regard to rates, either in 
towns orinthecountry. In the first place 
we must remember that if the total 
amount of rates from agricultural land 
is less than it was a certain number of 
years ago, rents have gone down at least 
40 per ‘cent., and, therefore, the basis 
of the rate charge is less ; but, over and 
above that, there is not the same amount 
of agricultural land in this country as 
there was at that time. Thousands of 


‘acres have been taken away from agri- 


cultural districts, and added to town 


districts, and there is considerably less 


to be an agricultural authority, told us) 


that his opinion was that in all matters 
of this sort the benefit must ultimately 
go into the landlord’s pocket. He went 
on to illustrate this remark by saying. 
‘The higher the rate the lower the rent ; 
the lower the rate the higher the rent.” 
And the strange thing to me is that 
in this great historical House, which we 
have been told owns over one-third of 
the land of England, we are asked to 
agree to sanction the continuance of this 
Bill on the ground that it is a measure 
in the interests of the tenant farmer. 
But what I think, if I may say so, stranger 
still, is that the vast majority of the 
tenant farmers believe that such is the 
case, and think that this Act was intro- 
duced and intended to work for their 
benefit, and for their benefit alone. 


Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, 


agricultural area now in which rates can 
be levied than a few years ago. 


But then we are told: Look at the 
way in which the rates have increased in 
towns. That, as Lord Balfour said, 
cannot be dealt with until it has been 
analysed. In the first place, a great 
many of those rates are not what we 
should have called in old days bona fide 
rates ; there is a good deal of the com- 
mercial aspect about them ; and, in the 
second place, railways and other great 
businesses contribute very largely to 
those rates. But do they contribute 
in the same way as agricultural districts 
do? Farmers have to pay, not only on 
their houses, but on their land. They 
have to pay on what we may call their 
raw material; but large manufacturers 
pay comparatively very little in respect 
of the large incomes which they make. 
I recollect serving on the committee of a 


-chamber of agriculture a good many 
| years ago, and we found that one of the 


I | chief firms in Lincoln, who turned over 


thought the old argument that the! at least £60,000 a year, was paying 
Earl Carrington. 
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exactly the same in rates as a farmer in 
the same district who was only farming 
a thousand acres. Therefore, it is, as has 
been said, impossible to take these 
figures wholesale. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
should like to say one word on the Second 
Reading of this Bill, chiefly from the 
point of view of the large towns, and of 
London in particular. I was a little 
surprised to hear from the noble Lord 
who has just sat down that the tenant 
farmers apparently got the whole benefit 
of this Act, my noble friend behind me 
having previously quoted Mr. Chaplin 
to the contrary. I think it is a little un- 
kind of the noble Lord so treely to con- 
tradict Mr. Chaplin. For my part, in a 
matter of this kind I prefer to take the 
authority of Mr. Chaplin to that of the 
noble Lord; and I would mention this 
in support of Mr. Chaplin’s contention, 
that in the House of Commons a large 
number of Amendments were put down 
with a view of enabling the tenant farmers 
to get the benefit of this Act, and those 
Amendments were opposed by His 
Majesty's Government, and were not 
passed. 

I wish to say a word on the question 
of the rates as they affect agricultural 
land only. The unfairness, as it seems 
to me, in this Act consists in this, that 
a county which has been fairly pros- 
perous in agriculture and has not felt the 
necessity of this Act, gets an enormous 
benetit from the Act, whereas another 
county, in which it is most desirable, 
perhaps, that some such provision as this 
should be adopted, does not derive much 
benefit from it. In those places where 
it is most wanted they get the least bene- 
fit from the Act. I do not suppose any 
noble Lord will deny that if there was any 
county in England that required this 
Act it was Essex. Contrast with Essex 
the county of Devon. There has been 
hardly any agricultural depression at all 
in Devon, but we know that the agri- 
cultural depression in the county of Essex 
has been extremely severe. But, under 
this Act, Devon gets £17,000 and Essex 
only £14,000. That is to say, the county 
which requires it most gets less, and the 
county which does not require anything 
gets most. If you go further into this 
matter and analyse the condition of 


{6 Juty 1905} 





Continuance Bil. 1286 


Essex, you find that where the land is 
poor and the valuation low the amount 
that is obtained out of the Exchequer 
is extremely small. And, therefore, it 
seems to me an extraordinary way to 
benefit agriculture to introduce a Bill 
of this kind. With regard to London, 
we think that we have a very great 
grievance indeed. London only gets 
£3,067 out of the whole sum; but what 
does London pay towards it? It is 
calculated that London pays at least 
one-fifth towards this £1,300,000; that 
is to say, London pays considerably over 
a quarter of a million for the benefit of 
agriculture, whereas it only receives a 
paltry £3,067. 


*Lorp WELBY: My Lords, I think 
the opponents of this Bill would find it 
possible to show that this measure itself 
is at once an anomaly and an injustice. 
For a long time past it has been argued 
on all sides that the present system of 
local taxation works in a cumbrous and 
unfair manner, and both urban and 
country ratepayers have joined in re- 
monstrating with the Government upon 
the continuance of the present system 
and have asked for a reconsideration of 
it. Irise rather to draw your Lordships’ 
attention to the injustice which has been 
wrought to the urban ratepaver by the 
method adopted by His Majesty’s Govern- 


ment. For a very long time the cum- 
brous and defective manner in which 


the present system of local taxation has 
worked has been before His Majesty’s 
Government. As long ago as 1896 the 
Government admitted the injustice, not 
only in respect of the landed section of the 
ratepayers, but also in respect of the 
urban, because when the Agricultural 
Rates Act was first introduced the 
Prime Minister in this House admitted 
the claim of the urban ratepayers to 
relief and said Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would have been only too glad, 
if it had been possible, to include the 
urban ratepayer in the relief they were 
giving to the agricultural ratepayer 
That, I think, shows that so high an 
authority as the late Lord Salisbuy 
fully admitted the claim of the urban 
ratepayer. 


A Royal Commission was at the same 
time granted to inquire into the whole 
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subject, and the natural course, I should 
have thought, would have been for the 
Government to have waited for the Re- 
port of that Commission and then have 
introduced a Bill dealing with the whole 
system, which they acknowledged re- 
quired revision. Instead of that they 
chose one section, a highly-favoured 
section—that section of the ratepayers 
who are particularly supporters of His 
Majesty’s Government, and gave them 
a large measure of relief from the 
Exchequer amounting now to £2,500,000 
a year as long ago as 1896. The Royal 
Commission reported in 1901, and here 
we are ir 1905 with the grievance of 
the urban ratepayer admitted quite 
as {fully as that of the agricultural 
ratepayer, yet the agricultural rate- 
payer has had preference given him 
and has been relieved for ten years, while 
the urban ratepayer is still in the same 
condition as he was before the Royal 
Commission was appointed. I venture 
to think that is a very great injustice 
to the urban ratepayer. Various speakers 
have given reasons why His Majesty’s 
Government have not dealt with this 
question ; but is it a reasonable excuse 
for not passing a measure of justice to 
the whole body of ratepayers in the 
country to say that you are waiting for 
a full Exchequer and we are groaning 
under £25,000,000 of war taxation ; and 
does not that really mean putting this 
question off to the Greek Kalends ? 
In the meantime the grievance of the 
urban ratepayer is left utterly un- 
redressed, while this unjust preference 
is given to the agricultural ratepayer. 


I was surprised to hear Lord Heneage 
describe the contention that the tenant 
farmer did not benefit by this Act as 
exploded. I think the noble Lord alone 
has heard the explosion. I hardly know 
a person who does not admit, at all events, 
that it is a very grave question who does 
really benefit by the Act. I will take 
perhaps a higher authority on this 
question than Mr. Chaplin. When the 
Bill was before Parliament Sir Michael | 
Hicks-Beach declared, upon this very | 
point, that he could not agree with | 
some of the speakers who had said that | 
the landowner would not benefit. Sir 
Michael Hicks-Beach said— 


“It will be a benefit to the farmers certainly | 
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operation; but when fresh tenancies arg 
created, especially in the present state of the 
market, as between landlord and tenant, if the 
change should be more in favour of the land. 
lord than at present, then no doubt, [ think, 
it is admitted the owner of the land will have 
the advantage.” 


Lorn HENEAGE: I beg the noble 
Lord’s pardon for interrupting him, 
I was speaking from the experience of 
the last eight years during which the Act 
has been in operation. I say that on 
the expiration of that period rents 
have not been raised and rates have gone 
up. 


*Lorp WELBY: I think the noble 
Lord generalises in too dangerous a 
manner. Before we accept that. state- 
ment we have to inquire into a number 
of points. This Bill acts particularly 
hardly on the urban ratepayer in this 
way. There are two sets of ratepayers, 
namely, the agricultural ratepayer and 
the urban ratepayer. Both of them, 
it is admitted, have a claim to relief, 
To the agricultural ratepayer relief has 
been given, but it has been refused to the 
urban ratepayer. Now comes the way 
in which a double injustice is done to 
the urban ratepayer. Not only is relief 
refused to the urban ratepayer, but he has 
to pay an enormous sum for the relief of his 
more fortunate brother, the agricultural 
ratepayer. This double injustice arises 
thus: The urban ratepayer is also a tax- 
payer, and as a taxpayer he pays his 
share of the grant from the Exchequer to 
the agricultural ratepayer. I take the 
case of London. It is, of course, very 
difficult to calculate the burthen thus 
cast on the citizen of London, but 
the best calculation I have seen makes 
the contribution from London ratepayers 
under the Agricultural Rates Act equal 
to a sum varying from £380,000 to 
£450,000 a year. That is, I maintain, a 
double injustice. Not only to the London 
ratepayer is the relief which has been given 
to his more fortunate brother refused, 
but in addition he is taxed to the extent 
of between £380,000 and £450,000 a year 
towards the relief of his fellow-sufferer. 


Lorp HERRIES: My Lords, noble 
Lords seem to me to found their arguments 
with regard to the person on whom the 


at first, probably for the whole time of its | advantage of this Act has fallen on the 
Lord Welby. 
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prophecies which were m de at the time 
the Act was first introdiced. I should 
like to ask, first, has the rental in the 
agricultural districts increased since the 
Agricultural Rates Ac’ passed, and 
secondly, have the prices of agricultural 
produce gone down since that Act was 
pessed ? If anything, the prices of 
agricultural produce generally are higher 
now than they were in 1837; and I am 
also under the impression—I should like 
to know if it be true—that the rental in 
agricultural districts is, if anything, 
lower than in 1897. If that be the case, 
then I submit the advantage which has 
been received from the Act has gone into 
the pockets of the tenants and not into the 
pockets of the landlords. 


With regard to the contention of the 
noble Lord who has just sat down, I 
would point out that agricultural rate- 
payers have frequently to pay large 
sums of money for the benefit of the towns. 
I could give an instance of a farmer 
occupying 850 acres and paying a rent of 
over £600 a year, who has to pay for the 
lighting of a town two miles off because 
he happens to be in the same parish. 
In the same way, if the sanitary arrange- 
ments in the town are improved he has 
to eontribute. As a matter of fact, he 
has to pay more than the occupiers in the 
town. So I think it is hardly fair to say 
that the agricultural ratepayers have 
been relieved at the expense of the urban 
ratepayers. I rose, however, to point 
out that the question as to whether the 
benefit has gone into the pockets of the 
landlords or into those of the tenants is 
easy to decide. You can, by looking 
at the rental of land in the country and 
ascertaining that it is, if anything, lower 
now, and by taking account of the fact 
that the price of produce is higher than 
in 1897, fairly decide that the benefit 
received from the Agricultural Rates 
Act has not gone into the pockets of the 
landlords. It certainly has not gone into 
the pockets of the landlords in the county 
in which I reside, and I have no doubt 
other noble Lords could give a similar 
experience. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of LanspownE): My Lords, I have not 
sufficient audacity to venture upon a 
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controversy with the noble Earl opposite 
or with my noble friend Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh as to the details of a subject 
which they themselves admit to be so 
complicated that, with all the study they 
have given to it, there yet remains much 
about which they cannot speak with 
certainty. With a great deal that fell 
from the noble Lord in his most interesting 
speech I think many of us on this 
side of the House would agree. We all 
share his aspiration for a comprehensive 
and scientifically perfect measure for the 
adjustment of local taxation, such as 
that the necessity of which he suggested 
during the course of his remarks. But I 
was struck by the fact that throughout 
his observations, and, indeed, throughout 
the observations of other noble Lords, 
very little was said against the Bill on the 
Table of your Lordships’ House, although 
a good many comments were made on 
the conduct of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in dealing with the question with 
which that Bill is concerned. 


The noble Earl, at the outset of his 
speech, told us that he took exception to 
the principle of the Bill, but I confess I 
did not detect in what he said to your 
Lordships any attack upon what I con- 
ceive to be the principle of the Bill. The 
principle of the Bill is merely this, that 
it is desirable, pending further legislation 
and as a temporary Measure, to continue 
to certain classes of ratepayers the relief 
which they have enjoyed during the last 
nine years. Against this principle not 
a word. so far as I have been able to 
judge, has been said during the course 
of this debate. On the contrary, I think 
it has been admitted by the noble Earl, 
as it was by the Leader of the Opposition 
elsewhere, that it was inevitable, in the 
present circumstances, that a Bill of this 
kind should pass into law. The essence 
of the noble Lord’s argument was this, 
that the Bill, necessary though it may 
be, is an imperfect measure, the passing 
of which will leave behind it certain in- 
consistencies and anomalies which shock 
the noble Lord’s mind. Well, my Lords, 
we are not here to pretend for a moment 
that this Bill is a scientifically perfect 
measure. I take it, on the contrary, 
that everyone will admit that the Bill 
will leave certain inequalities between 
urban and agricultural ratepayers, or 
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again, between different classes of agri- 
cultural ratepayers. That is not con- 
tested. But the question is whether 
your Lordships desire to pass a Bill such 
as this, an admittedly imperfect Bill, 
or thet there should be no legislation at 
all. That question has been answered by 
the noble Earl, who has given to it the 
only answer which can be given. 


In this Bill we have done the best that 
can be done to deal provisionally and 
temporarily with this difficult question, 
and it is no argument to say the 
Bill is a patchwork Bill. A Bill of 
this kind must, of necessity, be a 
patchwork Bill. The noble Earl took 
exception to the argument of my noble 
friend Lord Kenyon, who gave your 
Lordships some explanation of the 
reasons for which the Government had 
fourd it impossible to present to Parlia- 
ment du: ng the last few years a com- 
prehensive and perfect measure such as 
the noble Earl desires. My noble friend 
said, to begin with. that such a measure 
could not be provided unless the condi- 
tion of the Exchequer were such as to 
make it easy for the Government of the 
day to furnish the necessary financial 
ways and means. To that the noble 
Earl objected that this was a mere 
question of readjustment and that he 
could not see why any additional call 
on the Exchequer should be necessary. 


*BarL SPENCER: [do not think that 
I said that absolutely. I said that it 
need not be a condition. 


*THe Maraguress oF LANSDOWNE: 
I accept the noble Earl's account of his 
statement: but being an ill-informed 
person on such matters I naturally turn 
for guidance on this subject to the Report 
which has been so often quoted during the 
debate, and what does that Report say ? 
The majority, at page 52 of their Report, 
say that according to their estimate the 
additiona! grants to be provided would be 
the difference between £4,700,000 and 
£7,145,000. Their estimate, therefore, 
is that something over £2,500,000 would 
be required for the purpose. Turning 
to the Minority Report, | find another 
calculation which goes to show that the 
additional cost entailed on the Exchequer 
would be about £1,500,000. I think, 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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therefore, that my noble friend was 
justified in saying that the condition 
of the Exchequer has to be considered 
before any Government could propose 
to deal with the question. 


Then the 
Government 


noble Earl criticised the 
because they had not 


found the Parliamentary time neces- 


sary for the introduction of a complete 
measure. I would remind the nobie 
Karl that it is not only the Government 
of the day that is responsible for the 
expenditure of Parliamentary time, and | 
cannot call to mind that during the last 
few years the Party that sits opposite to 
us has greatly assisted us in economising 
the limited amount of time at our disposal. 
But what is more important still, is that 
a measure of this kind could not be intro- 
duced unless we had, as « preliminary, 
dealt with the important and intricate 
question of valuation, and as to that 
the noble Karl is aware that the Govern- 
ment did make an effort, though not a 
very successful one. We did introduce a 
Bill which, if it had received more encour- 
agement, we might have pressed further 
upon Parliament. 


I desire to say one word upon 
another point which was raised first 
in the debate by my noble friend 
Lord Carrington, and afterwards by 
the noble Lord who sits behind him. 
My noble friend repeated in this House 
an argument with which we are very 
familiar on public platforms, which 
goes to show that in all cases of this kind, 
whenever Parliament affords any relief 
to the occupiers of land, that relief is at 
once intercepted by the owners. I 
believe that to be a great misappre- 
hension. It is, of course, perfectly true, 
as Lord Welby told the House just 
now, that, from the point of view of the 
political economist, the removal of any 
burden from the occupiers of land 
must ultimately tend to increase the 
value of that land for letting purposes. 
That is an economic truth which I 
think will not be challenged. But is 
it the case that the. passing of a meas- 
ure of this kind affords no relief to 
the occupier? My noble friend Lord 
Carrington has told the House that he is 
a landlord of the landlords, and those 
who know him feel perfectly sure that he 
is a generous and indulgent landlord. 
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But I would like to ask him whether 


in a case of this kind it would 
be his habit, supposing some slight 
relief were given to his tenants by 


the Legislature, immediately to call 
upon those tenants to add an equivalent 
amount to the payment they make to 
him in the shape of rent. I do not 
believe it for an instant, and I only 
suggest that my noble friend should 
impute to other landlords the same 
liberality and forbearance which he him- 
self would exercise. 


*BarL SPENCER: What the noble 
Marquess says is perfectly true up to a 
certain point, but to my knowledge 
there are many landlords who would 
have had to make considerable reduc- 
tions in their rentals if the Act had not 
passed. 

THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
Well, there is only one way of solving 
this question that I can suggest to noble 
Lords opposite, and that is that they 
should ask the tenant-farmers of this 
country what they think. I will under- 
take to say that they will find that every 
tenant-farmer believes that the Bill is 
of some use to him, and would be ex- 
tremely indignant if there was any idea 
of abandoning it. That is the practical 
contribution which I make to the solution 
of the problem, and I leave it to the 
noble Lords opposite. 

On Question, Bill read a second time 
and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House to-morrow. 


SPEAKER’S RETIREMENT BILL. 


fead =3* (according to order), and 


P ussed, 


SCHOOLS AND THE HAY HARVEST. 
Tue Duxe or RICHMOND anp 
GORDON, who had given notice of the 
following Question, “To ask the Lord 
President of the Council whether the 
managers of a public elementary school 
have power to close the school for a 
fortnight in time of hay harvest so that 
the boys may be employed in leading 
horses, this fortnight’s holiday being 


VOL. CXLVIIT. [Fourtru Sertes.] 
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(deducted from the usual six weeks given 
‘in time of corn harvest,” said: My 
| Lords, I should like to make a slight 
| variation in the terms of the Question 
_which I propose to put to the learned 
| President of the Council, otherwise 
‘it might appear that, in the event of 
| getting any of the relief which I hope 
| the noble Marquess may be able to see 
his way to afford, I proposed that school- 
_boys on holiday should be used only 
for leading horses. A very few sen- 
tences will be sufficient to explain the 
object I have in putting this Question on 
the Paper. Most of your Lordships are 
well aware that one of the great diffi- 
culties in agriculture with which we 
have to contend at present is the short- 
ness of labour. This does not refer only 
to the South of England. Having some 
considerable acquaintance with the North 
of Scotland as regards agriculture and 
agricultural property, I can say that 
this complaint is made as strongly and 
as vigorously there as in the South of 
England. There was a time when the 
corn harvest was looked upon as practi- 
cally the event of the farmer’s year, 
but from economical causes, with which 
I need not trouble vour Lordships, a 
considerable amount of land has gone 


the Hay Harvest. 


out of corn cultivation and been laid 
down to grass. Under these circum- 


stances the hay crop at the present time 
claims a far larger share in the interest 


of the farmer than was the case when his 


main profits were made from the growth 
of cereals. 


Then, again, my Lords, perhaps I 


:should say at once that in putting this 


| question on the Paper it is not in the 
'least my intention to endeavour to get 
round any of the regulations imposed 
by the Education Act. Some of us 
| think that they press a little hardly upon 
| us, but I am well aware of all the benefits 
‘conferred by education, and would be 
the last person in the world to try to get 
| them diminished in any way. Some of 
us may possibly think that the advan- 
tages obtained are hardly commensurate 
with the expense incurred, but that is a 
|matter upon which I need not trouble 
| your Lordships at present. Probably 
|many of your Lordships indulge in the 
| luxury of a home farm. I use the word 
“luxury” advisedly, because I look 


2X 
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upon a luxury as a pleasure for which 
you pay money and in many cases get 
a very inadequate return. 


{LORDS} 


| 


| 


Some of| may have to this suggestion, but there 
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Now, my Lords, I do not wish to 
anticipate the objections my noble friend 


your Lordships are, I dare say, more} are only two that occur to me, and 
fortunate than others in your agricul-| they are these. It might be said that 
tural pursuits, but too many of those | if you divide the school holidays into 
who undertake the management of a/|two portions it will be hard upon the 
home farm must be well aware of the| teachers to have to take one portion 


numerous difficulties that crop up from | 


time to time in making that as paying | 


an occupation as one could wish. T can | 


imagine those of your Lordships who are 
interested in this matter having, at a 
time like this, a consultation with your 
farm bailiff, casting a wistful eye on the 
weather-glass, and saying, “ Oh, if only 
we had a few more hands what a good 
thing it would be! It would enable 
us to get in our hay crop.” 


Then, my Lords, I may say further, 
in seeking some assistance in this way 
from the noble Marquess the Lord 
President of the Council, that there is 
one Department of the Government 
which at the present moment does 
recognise that it is essential that facilities 
should be given for the proper carrying 
out of the hay harvest. Unless I am 
very much mistaken, the War Office, 
where the supply of local labour is in- 
sufficient, give leave for the employ- 
ment of soldiers if the necessary applica- 
tion is made. It is on those lines that 
I am asking my noble friend to see if 
he cannot assist us by allowing some 
alteration in the conditions as to holidays 
in public elementary schools. I might 
also mention that only this morning in 
reading a local newspaper I came across 
an account of a sale—a land sale, I 
believe—where, after describing what 
took place, went on to say that most 
members then left somewhat hurriedly 
as their hay-making was causing them 
some anxiety. I mention these things 
only to show your Lordships — that 
hay-making is not a pastime; on many 
farms it is a matter of very considerable 
interest to the farmer. Where you 
have a larger area of land laid down to 
grass than was formerly the case, it 
stands to reason that it is a necessity 
that no obstacles should be put in the 
way of your obtaining a crop which 
provides winter food for the animals 
that are now kept on the land laid down 
to grass. 


The Duke of Richmond. 


of their holidays at one time and another 
portion at another time. The other 
possible objection is that by the inter- 
position of a fortnight’s holiday in 
the middle of the summer, followed by 
a spell of work, and then by a longer 
holiday, the same results may not be 
obtained from the education which 
my noble friend thinks ought to be 
obtained. But I would ask the noble 
Marquess whether he cannot see his way 
to help us in this direction. I do not 
mean to say for a moment that if it can 
be done it will remove all the difficulties 
from which agriculturists are at the 
present moment suffering. But if 
he could hold out the prospect of some- 
thing of this sort being done, I think 
my noble friend would earn the gratitude 
of a very large number of agriculturists 
throughout the country. 


There is one point I would put to your 
Lordships in conclusion; it is this. 
At the present moment, owing to the 
exigencies of the Education Act, it is 
far more difficult than it used to be to 
get boys to carry out what I may call 
the lighter work of the farm. There 
are many occupations in which boys 
could be usefully employed, such as 
tending sheep, minding cattle, and various 
other forms of light work; but, owing 
to the increased length of time they are 
kept at school, in many districts it is 
almost impossible to get their services for 
such work. If my noble friend could 
assist in the direction I suggest, these 
boys might be put to such occupations 
a I have mentioned, by that means 
relieving men of the duty and enabling 
the farmer to employ the men so relieved 
on the harder work of actually securing 
the hay crop, for which work the boys 
would not be quite so suitable. 


*Lorp ZOUCHE or HARY NG 
WORTH: My Lords, before the 
noble Marquess answers for the Govern- 
ment I should like to endorse to 
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the full all that has fallen from the 
noble Duke on this mportant subject. 
1 know from what I have heard that there 
is considerable discontent expressed in 
country districts as to the way in which 
children are kept at school in conformity 
with the law and not allowed to engage 
in agricultural occupations of what I 
may call a critical nature. The ingather- 
ing of such a crop as hay is very different 
irom work in a factory and from other 
kinds of manual labour, inasmuch as 
time is of such extreme importance. 


{6 Juty 


Then, my Lords, I should like, if I may, 
to supplement the noble Duke’s Question, 
and to ask whether there is not now, as 
the law stands, some power whereby boys 
attending an elementary school may be 
sranted leave of absence for some definite 
time, under proper conditions, in order 
that they may assist in important agri- 
cultural work, such as the ingathering 
of crops, hay-harvest, and the like. I 
have endeavoured to look into this 
subject, but it is so very complicated 
as to be beyond my powers to do justice 
to it. I believe, however, it is true that 
there was a clause in the Act of 1876 
which, under certain circumstances and 
certain conditions, permitted children 
of a certain age to leave school tempor- 
atily for this specific purpose. As your 
Lordships will see, this is slightly different 
from what is contemplated in the noble 
Duke’s Question, viz., the closing of the 
whole school. It has not yet been 
mentioned, but it is possible that an 
objection of a practical nature might be 
raised to the closing of the whole school 
for the benefit—although that benefit is 
great and probably well recognised—of 
a comparatively small number of children. 
it seems to me that if the provision to 
which I have referred is still in force, 
it would enable the difficulty to be got 
over. In any subsequent Amendment 
of the Education Act, such as is some- 
times adumbrated, [ think this would 
be an extremely important point to bring 
forward. 


| must apologise for thus taking up 
the time of your Lordships’ House at 
this late hour, and especially for address- 
ing a Question of which I have been un- 
able to give notice, but it seemed to me 
that it was an important point that 
ought to be cleared up, and that it might 
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possibly afford a means out of the diffi- 
culty which the noble Duke has touched 
upon in his Question. 


the Huy Harvest. 


*THe LORD PRESIDENT or 


THE 
COUNCIL axnp PRESIDENT oF tue 
BOARD or EDUCATION (The Mar- 


quess of LoNDONDERRY) : 
I cannot for a moment say that 
[ regret the Question put by the 
noble Duke. He has delivered to 
your Lordships a speech of a most 
practical character, and one which, I 
think, represents the views of a great 
number of agriculturists in all parts 
of the country. He has not in the least 
overrated the difficulties which exist in 
obtaining labour in agricultural dis- 
tricts, nor has he, as I gather from the 
inquiries I have made since he put down 
his Question, exaggerated in any degree 
the desire which exists in agricul- 
tural districts that the children should 
be available to a greater extent than is 
now customary, in order that, in the 
various ways in which it would be possible 
for children educated in the public ele- 
mentary schools to do, they might assist 
those who till the land. I therefore 
welcome the Question of my noble friend. 
it is unnecessary for me to follow him 
through his speech, because I entirely 
agree with the view he has put forward 
as to the condition of agriculture, which 
he knows so well, and with which in 
many districts I am thoroughly ac- 
quainted myself. 


My Lords, 


I think, however, there is a certain 
amount of misapprehension, or rather, 
if I might use the expression, a cer- 
tain want of knowledge concerning the 
various Education Acts which have from 


time to time been passed through 
Parliament. I do not for one moment 
wonder at it. To my mind Acts of 
Parliament are extremely difficult 


even for experts to understand, and, 
therefore, it is only natural that in the 
country districts, where these Acts are 
not studied so closely as we study them 
in Parliament, there should exist in the 
minds of agriculturists an idea which is 
not altogether in accordance with the 
Act, and certainly not in accordance 
with the intention of those who were 
responsible for the framing of the Act. 
The Question of my noble friend is of 
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great importance, and I am very anxious!Sub-section (1), of that Act 


that what I have described as the mis- 
apprehension which perhaps exists in the 
rural districts should be entirely cleared 
away with regard to this matter. I have, 
therefore, given great consideration to the 
question, and after consultation with my 
advisers at the Board of Education, have 
come to the conclusion that it is advisable 
that I should, on this occasion, point out 
to your Lordships, and, through your 
Lordships, to the country, and especially 
the agricultural districts as a whole, 
what is the present condition of affairs 
in regard to the possibility of children 
working either in the hay fields or in 
corn harvest. 


As the question is of a complicated 
character I will ask your Lordships 
to allow me to do a thing that is not 
generally permitted in your Lordships’ 
House, and that is to read the views 
which the Board hold on this matter. 
There is no doubt that it is con- 
venient, and in many cases desirable, 
that school holidays should coincide 
with the harvest times, and the specific 
Question which I propose now to answer 
is whether the managers of a public 
elementary school have power to close 
the school for a fortnight in time of hay- 
harvest. Before the passing of the Act 
of 1902 the school boards and school 
attendance committees had power to 
regulate by by-law the time during ; 
which children were to attend school. 
I think I can say that in almost every 
single case the by-laws on this point 
left to the managers of voluntary schools 
complete freedom to arrange holidays as 
they wished, because the common form 
of by-law on this head merely required 
the children to attend school during the 
time when the school was open for the 
instruction of children of a like age. 
Subject, then, to the limits imposed by 
the Code as to the number of times a 
school had to be open in a year in order to 
earn a grant, it would appear that before 
the passing of the Act of 1902 the 
managers of a voluntary school had 
power to close the school in the manner 
suggested by the Question which has 
been put to me. 


The case, however, is somewhat 


different since the Education Act of 1902 
has come into force, because Section 7, 


The Marquess of Londonderry. 


{LORDS} 





the Hay Harvest. 1509 

makes 

it a condition incumbent upon a 
school not provided by the local 
education authority, that is to say, 
upon a voluntary school, that the 


managers of the school shall carry out 
any directions of the local education 
authority as to the secular instruction to 
be given in the school. In the view of 
the Board of Education a direction as to 
the times when vacation should be 
given would be a direction as to secular 
instruction within the meaning of the 
sub-section I have quoted, and, therefore, 
it would follow that the managers are 
not free to fix holidays if by so doing they 
come into conflict with any directions on 
the point that the local education author- 
ity may have given. But, subject to 
the consent of the authority being ob- 
tained, it would appear to be open to the 
managers to arrange the holidays in the 
manner indicated in the Question which 
the noble Duke has put to me. The 
question of the employment of children 
is one of great complexity, but I am ad- 
vised that the employment of children 
in agricultural work dvring holiday 
times would appear to be regulated by 
the Employment of Children Act, 1903, 
Under that Act the local authority may 
make by-laws for regulating the em- 
ployment of children under fourteen 
years of age. The Board of Education 
have no information as to the proceed- 
ings which have been taken by the various 
local authorities under this Act. 


It would appear, therefore, that where 
the local education authority do not 
object the managers may give holidays 
in the time of hay-harvest ; and if the 
local authority for the Employment of 
Children Act, which is generally the 
same as the local education authority 
for Part III. of the Education Act, 1902, 
have made no by-laws restricting the 
employment of children in the various 
operations of the hay-harvest, there 
would appear to be nothing to prevent 
the employment of the sc holars in the 
manner suggested in the Question. I 


hope it is plain that so far as the 
Board of Education is concerned no 


obstacle is placed in the way of em- 
ploying scholars in this way. The matter 
is practically in the hands of the local 
education authority, and if, in rural 
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districts, any difficulty has been ex- 
perienced in this matter since the passing 
of the Education Act of 1902, it would 
appear that the county councils are in 
a position to remove the difficulties. 


I have read that because I am very 
anxious that it should be understood 
throughout the country that so far as 
the Board of Education is concerned 
the power of arranging holidays for the 
purposes which have been put forward 
really rests with the local education 
authority, who may if they choose allow 
managers of schools some discretion in 
the matter. 


Then my noble friend Lord Zouche 
asked whether it would be possible for 
individual children to be given holiday 
irom school in order to participate in 
any particular work. My noble friend 
stated that in the Act of 1876 there 
was such a power given. 


*Lorp ZOUCHE or HARYNGWORTH: 
I said that I so understood it. It 
is a complicated measure, but I think 
that is the gist it. 


*THe Marques or LONDONDERRY : 
{ must ask my noble friend to allow 
me to answer him from memory, 
and theretore I speak subject to cor- 
rection, I have had no opportunity 
of looking up the matter, but so far 
as my memory serves me I think 
my noble friend is correct. The Act of 
1876 did give power under certain con- 
ditions for individual children to be 
taken from school for the purpose of 
engaging in particular work, but it has 
been considered that the power was 
practically taken away by an Act passed, 
I think, in 1880. That is the reason 
why, at the present moment, if my 
memory serves me, it is not possible for 
individual children to be taken away, 
and the whole school must have a holi- 
day. If my nob’e friend wishes to have 
any further information I shall be glad 
to communicate with him pr:vately, or 
if he would put down another Question 
1 would answer it in your Lordships’ 
House, as at the moment I can only 
give him what, to the best of my re- 
collection, is the state of the case. 
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TRAWLING IN NON-TERRITORIAL 
WATERS. 

Lorp HENEAGE: I desire to ask 
His Majesty’s Government whether 
they have decided to submit to th» 
Law Officers of England, Scotland, and 
Ireland the queston whether it is 
competent for the Seotch Fishery 
Board under the Herring Fishery (Scot- 
land) Act, 1889, to make a_ by-law 
which would have the effeet of pre- 
venting English or Irish fishermen from 
trawling in non-territorial waters, and 
if so, by which Department the case is 
being prepared, and when the opinion 
may be expected. 


the King of Spain. 


Lorp WINDSOR: In the absence of 
my noble friend Lord Wolverton, who 
represents the Board of Agriculture in 
this House, I have the Answer to ms 
noble friend’s Question. I am informed 
that the Answer to the first part of the 
(Juestion is in the affirmative. The case 
is being prepared by the legal adviser to 
the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, 
and the Board will use their best en- 
deavours to expedite its preparation. 
The President of the Board of Agriculture 
hopes that an opinion will be obtained at 
an early date. 


Lorp HENEAGE: Perhaps it wil 
be for the convenience of the House if 
I state that after the reply of my noble 
friend I shall not proceed with my 
Motion on Monday with reference to the 
Moray Firth. 


HIS MAJESTY THE KING OF SPAIN. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That he had received from the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
the following translation of a note which 
had been addressed to him by the 
Spanish Ambassador at this Court— 

Embassy, London, 
23rd June, 1905. 

My Lorp,—I have the honour to in- 
form Your Excellency that, at the 
sitting of the 16th instant, the Senate 
of the Kingdom unanimously voted a 
Resolution giving most hearty thanks 
to the British Nation for the sentiments 
of sympathy and sincere enthusiasm 


Spanish 
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which they showed towards His Majesty | 


the King, my august Sovereign, during 
his stay in this country. I have pleasure 
in bringing this to Your Excellency’s 
knowledge, and venture to ask you to be 
good enough to communicate this testi- 
mony to the Parliamentary Representa- 
tives of the British Nation.—I avail, etc., 


(Signed) 
The Marquess of Lansdowne, K.G., &c. 


L. Poto pE BERNABE, 


Ordered, That the said Message be 
entered on the Journals of the House. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Seven o'clock, till 
To-morrow,  half-past Ten 
o'clock, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 6th July, 1905. 


The House met at Two of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution) 
sill [Lords]. A Verbal Amendment 
made; Bill read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 


Mansfield Corporation Bil [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


London Government Scheme (Lon- 
don and Middlesex) Bill. As amended, 
considered To be read the third time 
to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 

Sir ALEXANDER Brown reported from 
the Committee on Group L of Private 
Kills; That the parties promoting the 
Southport, Birkdale, and West Lancashire 
Water Board Bill [Lords] had stated 
that the evidence o° James 
Whittle, Town Clerk of Warrington, 
was essential to their case; and, it 
having been proved that his attend- 
ance could not be procured without the 
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Lyon | 
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intervention of the House, he had been 
instructed to more that the : aid James 
Lyon Whittle do attend the said Com- 
mittee on Tuesday next. at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That James Lyon Whittle 
do attend the Committee on Group L 
of Private Bills on Tuesday next, at 
half-past Eleven of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). 

Sir ALEXANDER Brown reported from 
the Committee on Group L of Private 
Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, 
they had adjourned until Tuesday next, 
at half-past Eleven of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 

District 


Llandrindod Wells Urban 


Council Bill [Lords]. Reported, with 
Amendments, from the Police and 
Sanitary Committee; Report to lic 


upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Matlock Bath Improvement _ Bill 
[Lords]. Reported, with Amendments, 
from the Police and Sanitary Com- 
mttee; Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP J). 

Colonel WeLsy reported from the 
Committee on Group J of Private Bills ; 
That the part es opposing the Local Gov- 
ernment Provisiona Order (No. 12) (Essex 
and Hertford Order) Bill had stated that 
the evidence of George Rust, Little Hal- 
lingbury ; Robert Mallam, The School, 
Farnham ; and William Joshua Thomas 
Welch. Cambridge Road, Stansted, was 
essential to their case; and, it having 
been proved that their attendance 
could not be procured without the 
intervention o! the House, he had been 
instructed to move that the said George 
Rust. Robert Mallam, and Wilham 
Joshua Thomas Welch do attend the 
said Committee on Monday next, at 
half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That George Rust, Robert 
Mallam, and William Joshua Thomas 
Welch do attend the Committee on 


Group J of Private Bills on Monday 
‘next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Hitchin 
and District Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to—South Eastern and 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railways 
Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Judicature 
(Ireland) Acts, 1877 to 1897, and Section 
6 of The Local Registration of Title 
(Ireland) Act, 1891, and the Law relating 
to Bankrupts, and to the constitution 
of certain Election Courts in Ireland.” 
{Supreme Court of Judicature (Ireland) 
(No. 2) Bill [Lords.]} 


Also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act for 
authorising local authorities to make 
by-laws respecting the exhibition of 
Advertisements.” [Advertisements Regu- 
iation Bill (Lords. } 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act 
to confer further powers upon the Oldham 
and Saddleworth District Tramways 
Company, for the construction of a 
Tramroad ; and for other purposes.” 
[Oldham and Saddleworth District Tram- 
ways Bill (Lords. ] 


Oldham and = Saddleworth District 
Tramways Bill [Lords]. Read the first 
time; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


Southport, Birkdale, and West Lan- 
cashire Water Board Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Evidence taken before 
the Select Committee of this House on the 
Warrington Corporation Bill, 1899, be 
referred to the Committee on the South- 
port, Birkdale, and West Lancashire 
Water Board Bill [Lords].—(Mr. Cald- 
well.) 


Inverness Gas and Water Provisional 
Order Bili. Reported, without Amend- 
ment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow, 


Fort Glasgow Improvement Provisional 
Order Bill. Reported, without Amend- 
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Order 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


1306 


confirmed | ; 


Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Liverpool, ete.) Bill [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be 


morrow. 


read the third time To 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London, No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed}; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments [Provisional 
Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table 

Bill, as amended, to be considered 
To-morrow. 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill [Lords]. Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be 
To-morrow. 

Pier and 
(No. 3) Bill. 


[ Provisional 


considered 


Harbour Provisional Order 

Reported, with Amend- 
ments Order confirmed]; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


Bill, as 


To-morrow. 


amended, to be considered 


Great Central Railway (Pension Fund) 
Bill [Lords]; Metropolitan and Great 
Central Railway Companies Bill [Lords]; 
Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Water 
and Gas Bill [Lords]; Gosport and 
Fareham Tramways Bill [Lords]. Re- 
ported, with Amendments; Reports to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 
Petition from South Shields, for legis~ 
lation; to lie upon the Table. 
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POST OFFICE (TELEPHONE AGREEMENT). | 


Petition from Nottingham, in favour ; | 
to lie upon the Table. 


Returns, 


| 

STREET BETTING BILL. | 

Petition from Reading, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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TECHNICAL EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


Return ordered, “ showing the extent 
to which, and the manner in which, 
local authorities in Scotland have allo- 
cated and applied funds to the purposes 
of Technical Education during the year 


Reports, &e. 


ending the 15th day of May, 1905, under 


the following Acts: The Local Taxation 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MINES AND QUARRIES. 

Copy presented, of General Report 
and Statistics for the year 1903, Part IV., 
Colonial and Foreign Statistics ; Statis- 
tics relating to Persons employed, Output, 
and Accidents at Mines and Quarries in 
the British Colonies and in Foreign 
Countries [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


INEBRIATES ACTS (INSPECTOR’S 
REPORT) (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Report of the) 

Inspector for Scotland, under the In- 

ebriates Acts, for the year 1904 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


! 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3428, 3420, 5431, and 3432 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Lunacy. Copy of Return to the Lord 
Chancellor of the number of visits made 
and the number of patients seen by 
the several Commissioners in Lunacy 
during the six months ending on the 
30th June, 1905 [by Act]. 


PASSENGERS TO PLACES OUT OF 
EUROPE. | 
Return ordered, ‘ of the Numbers and | 
Nationalities of the Passengers that left 
the United Kingdom for Places out of 
Europe in each month from June to 
December, 1905, distinguishing the 
principal Countries in which the Passen- 
gers contracted to land.’—(Mr. Bonar 
Law.) | 
| 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 229.] 


| (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890; The 


Education and Local Taxation Account 
(Scotland) Act, 1892; The Technica! 
Schools (Scotland) Act, 1887; Th- 
Technical Instruction Amendment (Scot- 
land) Act, 1892; and Public Libraries 
Acts.” —(The Lord- Advocate.) 


COMMITTEES 
BILLS). 


STANDING (TITLES OF 


Return ordered, “ showing the Titles 
of those Bills which have been committed 
to the Standing Committees for Law and 
Trade respectively, in each year since 
1901, the number of days occupied by 
each Bill in Committee ; and the further 
stages through which they passed after 
Committee (in the same form as and in 
continuation of Return No. 92, of 


| Session 1902) :— 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


(Questions, 


The Humble Estate, County Waterford. 

Mr. O'SHEE (Waterford, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether originating 
applications have yet been lodged with 
the Estates Commissioners for the sale 
by Sir John Nugent Humble and Charles 
Nugent Humble of their lands in county 
Waterford, when; whether 
the Estates Commissioners received in 
April last a joint application from three 
former tenants, Mrs. Margaret Morrissey, 


and, if so, 


Miss Mary Kiely, and Mrs. Johanna 
Coleman in reference to these lands ; 
what steps, if any, have been taken 


with regard to the representations made 
by these evicted tenants; and whether 
» matter will receive the tmmediate 
wttention of the Estates Commissioners, 
having regard to the nature of the repre- 
sentations made and to the desirability 
of restoring these tenants to their hold- 
ings or other similar holdings on these 
| 

i 


it 


4m ls. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
reply to the first inquiry is in the nega- 
tive. Applications for reinstatement 
hive been received from the former 
tenants named, and these will be econ- 

lered when the estate comes before 
the Commissioners. 


Cork Junction Railways Bill--Treasury 
rant. 

Mr. OSHEE: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether any promise or undertaking has 
been given to the promoters of the Cork 
Junction Railways Bill or to anyone on 
their behalf by any member of His 
Majestv’s Government as to the whole 
orany part of the sum of £93,000 which 
the Treasury in 1898 gave authority to 
the Hybrid Committee on the Fishguard 
ond Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill 
to allocate for some project beneficial to 
the South of Ireland, and which was 
éllocated for the purpose of having the 
proposed Cork and Fermoy Direct Rail- 
way constructed subject to certain con- 
ditions which have not been fulfilled ; 
whether he is aware that the only alter- 
native proposal before the Hybrid Com- 
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mittee for the allocation of the £95,000 
was that made by the letter of 25th 
April, 1898, from the chairman of the 
Great Southern and Western Railway 
Company to the then Chief Secretary 
for Ireland, by which the company 
offered to wipe out the total guarantee 
of £14,000 annually payable by the rate- 
pavers of the county and city of Water- 
ford if the Treasury would foreg» the 
£93,000 ; and whether he will recommend 
the Treasury to make no allocation of 
this amount without due consideration 
for this alternative. 


Questions. 


(4i wired by M-. Walter Long.) 1 
must refer to my reply to the Qu stion 
put to me on Tuesday lastf by the hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford. 
The matter has now assumed a new 
phase by reason of the action of the 
Committee in rejecting the Bill, and will 
have to be considered afresh. 


Brandfort National Congress—Reply of 
ome Government. 

Mr. MARKS (Kent, Thanet): To ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether any answer has been given t) 
the resolutions passed by the Nation: | 
Congress held at Brandfort on December 
12th, 1904, and handed to the Lieutenant- 
Governor for transmission to His Majesty 
the King. 


(Answered by Secretary Lyttelton.) A 
formal answer will be given very shortly. 
Many of the points raised have been the 
subject of discussion at the Inter-Colonial 
Council. 


Increase of Vivisection Experiments. 

Me. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, in view of the fact 
that the total number of vivisection ex- 
periments in 1905 exceeded those of 1904 
by 13,478 experiments, he will cause 
inquiry to be made into this matter with 
a view to the abolition of vivisection. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) I must point out to the hon. 
Member that this increase is almost 
entirely accounted for by the additional 
inoculations, hypodermic injections, and 





t See page 992. 
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(Questions. 


feeding experiments that have taken 
place. The total increase in all other 
kinds of experiments was only forty-five. 
These inoculations, which numbered 
30,346 out of the total of 32,562 experi- 
ments performed in the year, in no case 
involved a serious operation ; and a very 
large proportion of them were performed 
on behalf of public or local authorities. 
Constant attention is given to the matter, 
but I am not prepared to take action in 
the direction suggested. 


Markyate Motor-Car Fatality. 


Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 


Home Department whether, in the case | 


of a motor-car driver convicted at the 
Hertford Assizes of manslaughter, the 


car bore a number plate in conformity | 
with the rules of the Local Government | 


Board; whether any judicial investi- 


gation has taken place, or will take place, | 
«s to the circumstances under which such | 
non-compliance, if any, arose and the | 
responsibility therefor ; and whether the | 


y Olice are or will be instructed to en orce 
strict observance everywhere of rules 
intended to secure, if possible, the identi- 


fication of motor vehicles, and take | 
proceedings for any breaches of the law | 


known to them. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Akers- 
Douglas.) On inquiry of the chief con- 
stable of Herefordshire I learn that the 
number plates of the car in question were 
of a gray colour, calculated to make them 
difficult to read, instead of being b ack 
as required by the regulations. 
plates were, I understand, produced in 
Court, and are now in the hands of the 
police. 
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Civil Servants Attending Volunteer 
Camps. 

Mr. BENN (Devonport): To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether, in 
view of the Treasury Minute which 
grants part payment to Civil servants 
for leave taken for the purpose of 
attending certain Volunteer camps 
when held for the extended period of a 
fortnight, he will give a like privilege 
to those Civil servants who attend 
camps of one week's duration; and, 
further, whether he will so arrange that 
leave taken for the purpose of attending 
; such camps shall not be included in the 


| fortnight’s leave now allowed. 
| 
| 





(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 
‘I am unable to recommend any ex- 
| tension of the privileges already enjoyed 
'by Civil servants attending Volunteer 
camps. 


Appointment of Irish Resident 
Magistrates. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask Mr. Attorney- 
General for Ireland whether the 
Government will consider the advisa- 
| bility of not appointing English naval! 
/and military officers without knowledge 
of the law to be resident magistrates 
|in Ireland, but appoint duly qualified 


| Irish lawyers in future. 
| 
| 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
Government are not prepared to ex- 
clude officers of the Navy or Army from 
these appointments. Experience has 
|shown the previous training of these 
gentlemen, including the hearing of and 
determining upon evidence at Courts- 
martial, to be a qualification for the 
|position of resident magistrate, and 
some of the most efficient magistrates 
have been selected from those services. 


person responsible for the use of such | 


plates ; and the only reason why it was | 
considered inadvisable to take proceed- | 


ings against the driver for this breach 


o the regulations was because of the | 


more serious charge of manslaughter, of 
which he has now been convicted. I 
have no reason to doubt that the police 
are using every effort to secure compli- 
ance with the regulations, and I do not 
think it is necessary for me to issue, or 
to recommend the issue of, any fresh 
instructions on the subject. 





Pollution of Dartford Water Supply. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE (Darlington): 
To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether the 
‘medical officer of, health has reported 
|to the Dartford Rural District Council 
that the pumping station at Darenth, 
| Kent, sucks the adjacent surface 
| springs to such an extent that they ebb 
and flow according to the pumping; 
that this water must be liable to pollu- 
tion, but that the water company deny 
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this; and when the inquiry into the 
liability of this source of supply to 
pollution, asked for by twenty resident 
householders on the 22nd March, 1904, 
will take place. 


(Juestions. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 1 
understand that the medical officer of | 
health has made a report to the effect | 
referred to. When the undertaking of | 
the water compiny passed to the | 
Metropolian Water Board the Local | 
Government Board called the attention | 
of the Water Board to this matter. | 
The Water Board has made a series of 
tests, which have just been concluded, 
and I am now awaiting a report as to 
the result. 


@ 


Established and Assistant Postmen. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): To 
ask the Postmaster -General if it is 
necesssary that a certain number of 
established postmen must be employed | 
at an office before the auxiliary or 
assistant postmen employed thereat, 
and doing duties of less than seven 
hours daily, are eligible to claim a 
certificate of qualification from the Civil 
Service Commissioners. 


(Answered by Lord Stanley.) There 
is no fixed proportion between the 
number of established postmen at an 


office and the number of assistant 
postmen or auxiliaries. In arranging 


the establishment of an office, however, 
an effort is made to secure that the 
numbers shall be such as to admit of 
the appointment of the assistant post- 
men to the establishment within a 
reasonable time. Civil Service certifi- | 
cates are obtained for assistant postmen 
but not for auxiliaries. 


Workmen's Trains. | 

Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): To | 
ask the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade whether his attention has been 
directed to applications under the 
Cheap Trains Act, made by the London 
County Council to the Board on the 
15th August, 1903,and the 28th January, 
1904, with regard to the service of | 
workmen’s trains on the Whitechapel | 
and Bow, and the London, Tilbury, and | 
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Southend Railways, and to the fact 
that an inquiry on these applications 
was held on the 5th and 21st November, 
1904 ; whether the Board have yet 
received the report of their inspector 
who held the inquiry ; when the Board’s 
decision on the applications is likely to 
be made known ; and whether, considering 
that the overcrowding complained of on 
the workmen’s trains on these railways 
is undisputed, he will undertake that 


(Juestions. 


| the Board’s decision on the applications 


is not further delayed. 


The 
this 


(Answered by Mr. Bonar Law.) 


report of the officer by whom 


| inquiry was held has been received, and 
| the Board have been in communication 
| with the London, 
| Railway Company thereon. 


Tilbury, and Southend 
Some im- 


provement in the workmen’s train 


service has already been effected, and 


the Board of Trade hope to be in a 
position to give their final decision in 
the matter very shortly. . 


Subway at Trafalgar Square. 

Sir WALTER PLUMMER (New- 
castle-on-Tyne) : ‘To ask the hon. Mem- 
ber for Chorley, as representing the 
First Commissioner of Works, whether 
his attention has been drawn to the 
Bill now before Parliament for con- 
structing, among other things, a sub- 
way commencing on the south side of 
Charing Cross and terminating near 
the south-east corner of the base of the 
Nelson Monument; and whether His 
Majesty’s Office of Works can do any- 
thing to prevent this further encroach- 
ment upon Trafalgar Square, which has 
already been disfigured by the subway 
which has for so long been in course of 
construction, and is at last approaching 


| completion. 


(Amswered by Lord Balcarres.) The 
Answer to the first paragraph is in the 
affirmative. The plans and drawings 
have all been seen and approved by the 
First Commissioner, who is satisfied 
that no disfigurement will be caused ; 
and the encroachment referred to is 
small in comparison with the advantage 
to the public of the subway. 
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Revenue derived from Taxation of Food| excluding the corn tax, during the 


(Questions. 


last twenty years; and also to state 
what this amount would represent per 
head of the population. 


and Drink. 

Mr. PIKE PEASE: To ask Mr. | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if he will | 
state the total amount of revenue) 
derived in the United Kingdom from 
the taxation, both Excise and Customs (Answered by Mr. Austen Chamber- 
duties, on all kinds of food and drink, | /ain.)— 





| | 
| 


Revenue derived from Duties on Arti¢les of Food 


— See and Drink, excluding Corn, ager 
: of the Unitec ver head of 
F seo Windom, Preudscen. 
Customs. Excise. Total. 

| | £ | £ £ £a d 

| | | 
1886 | 36,015,601 | 10,377,736 21,546,813 31,924,549 17 87 
1887 36,313,582 | 10,719,044 21,350,482 32,069,526 17 7-9 
IS88 | 36,599,143 | 10,803,885 21,741,481 32,545,366 17 9-4 
18389 36,881,271 11,055,818 21,650,495 32,706,313 17 8s 
1890 | 37,178,929 | 11,332,454 23,271,937 34,604,391 Is 73 
189] 37,484,764 | 10,089,382 25,257,271 35,346,653 18 10°3 
1892 | 37,802,381 | 10,043,036 26,333,651 36,376,687 19 29 
1893 | 38,133,817 | 9,637,841 25,891,394 35,529,235 18 76 
1894 | 38,489,806 | 9,723,499 | 25,885,792 35,609,291 18 6-0 
1895 38,858,306 | 9,863,306 | 26,497,551 36,360,857 IW 5 
1896 | 39,220,134 | 10,164,579 | 27,511,639 37,676,218 19 5-0 
1897 | 39,597,843 | 10,405,292 | 28,138,344 38,543,636 19 56 
1808 39,985,831 | 10,512,901 | 29,046,401 39,559,302 19 Of 
1x99 | 40,379,095 | 10,713,951 | 30,054,391 | 40,768,342 1 0 23 
1900 | 40,772,365 12,332,737 | 32,649,430 44,982,167 i 2 of 
1901 | 41,152,471 13,585,715 | 34,065,606 47,651,321 1 3 18 
1902 41,550,773 | 19,307,591 | 32,274,880 51,582,281 lL 4 8 
1903 $1,961,199 | 17,799,800 | 32,829,002 50,628,802 L 4 £5 
1904 42,371,216 | 19,274,905 32,213,736 51,488,641 1 4 36 
1y05 | 42,789,552 | 20,500,097 | 31,336,080 51.836.177 | 1 4 27 





in 1837 was Dewan of Dhar, and in 
recognition of his services to the British 
Government was in the enjoyment of a 
grant of property in the State of Dhar in 
perpetuity to himself and descendants, 
will he ascertain from the Dhar State 


The Customs figures represent the 
duties on foreign beer, chicory and coffee, 
cocoa and chocolate, dried fruits, foreign 
spirits (except perfumed and methylated), 
tea, and wine; also sugar molasses, 
glucose, and articles containing sugar or 
other sweetening matter (dutiable since under what circumstances the forfeiture 
1901). The Excise figures represent the of the property belonging to Ramchandra 
duties on beer, spirits, glucose, saccharin, ; Rao, one of Bapu’s six sons, for alleged 
and chicory of British manufacture. ; complicity in the Mutiny, has been held 
to include the property belonging to 
Bapu’s other sons; and will he bring 
under the notice of the Dhar State the 
claims made to this property by their 
Krishna Rao Rag- 


The late Dewan of Dhar’s Estate. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): To 
ask the Secretary of State for India, | 
having regard to the fact that Bapu | descendants,—viz., 


Raghunath, who at the time of his death hunath and Shanka Rao Bhagwant. 
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(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I must again refer the hon. Member to 
the Answer given by my predecessor in 
office to his Question on the 12th May, 
1902, when he was informed that the 
Government of India agreed that it was 
impossible to restore the confiscated 
estates to the family. I see no reason, 
as linformed the hon. Member on the 9th 
June, 1904,t to interfere with the discre- 
tion of the Native State in the matter. 


Representative Assembly for State of 
Travancore. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India whether his attention has been 
drawn to the rules for the formation of a 
Representative Assembly for the State of 
Travancore, under which ninety of the 
100 members will be elected by the people ; 
and whether he will recommend to the 
Government of India a similar measure 
for the administration of British dis- 
tricts. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
[ have seen in a newspaper a report of the 
proceedings at the inaugural meeting of 
the Travancore Representative Assembly 
in October last; but I have no official 
information on the subject, and I do not 
know the facts as to its numbers or com- 
position. I am not prepared to recom- 
mend the creation of representative 
assemblies for the administration of 
districts in British India. 


Appointments Reserved for Europeans 
and Eurasians in Office of the Board of 
Revenue, India. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: To ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
his attention has been drawn to a recent 
notification in the Bengal Government 
frazette, stating that 30 per cent. of the 
appointments on pay of Rs. 40 per month 
and upwards, in the Office of the 
Board of Revenue, will bereserved for 
Europeans and Eurasians; whether he 





+ See (4) Debates, evii., 1342. 
+ See (4) Debales, oxxxy., 1211. 
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(Juestions, 


will disallow this notification in view of the 
provisions of the Government of India 
Act of 1833 and the Queen’s Proclama- 
tion of 1858; whether the services of 
qualified Europeans can be obtained in 
Bengal for Rs. 40 per month; and 
whether similar rules in favour of Euro- 
peans exist as regards the establishments 
of other departments in the Government 
service. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
I have seen the notification referred to in 
the Question ; it applies to the Office of 
the Board of Revenue a principle which, 
in September last, was publicly announced 
as applicable to several other offices. I 
do not consider that it conflicts with the 
provisions of the Act and Proclamation 
mentioned in the Question. The Euro- 
peans and Eurasians contemplated in the 
rule are presumably themselves natives 
of India, and for certain duties possess 
qualifications which are valuxble to Gov- 
ernment. The limit of pay necessary 
to secure the assistance of persons of this 
class is a matter for the consideration 
of the Government in India. 


Belfast Maternity Hospital and the 
Central Midwives Board. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that the Central Midwives Board of 
England have refused to place upon 
the roll of certified midwives nurses 
trained at the Belfast Maternity Hospital 
previous to March 3lst, 1905, while 
they have placed on this roll nurses 
trained under similar conditions and 
up to the same date at the Dublin 
Maternity Hospitals, at the Cork Mater- 
nity Hospital, and at the maternity 
hospital at Limerick; if he can say 
what are the grounds for the action 
of the Central Midwives Board in the 
matter; and if he will take steps to have 
the nurses in question placed in the 
same position as other nurses of similar 
training. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 


Central Midwives Board is. constituted 
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under the Midwives Act, 1902, and the 
rules of the Board are subject to the 
approval of the Privy Council for Eng- 
land. The Irish Government have no 
functions in this matter, but I have 
been furnished by the Lord President 
of the Council with a statement on the 
question which has been prepared by 
the Central Midwives Board. I gather 
from this statement that the purpose 
for which certain hospitals in Ireland 
were recognised, and the Belfast Mater- 
nity Hospital was not so recognised 
owing to its failure to apply in time, 
ceased to exist on the Ist April last, 
when the temporary provision (Section 
2) of the Act, relating to existing mid- 
wives, expired. 


Questions. 


Advances under the Irish Land Act, 1903. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, (1) whether he 
can state the amount of the advances 
applied for under the Land Act of 1903 
up to 30th June ; (2) the amount actually 
paid to vendors of land up to the same 
date; (3) the amount paid to the Bank 
of Ireland to the credit of estates in 
which the sale has not been completed ; 
(4) the working capital at the disposal of 
the Estates Commissioners ; (5) and if he 
proposes any plan by which the block 
can be relieved and the Act be allowed 
to work, 


(Answesed bt, Mr. Walter Long.) (1) 
The amount of advances applied for 
to the Estates Commissioners is estimated 
at £26,896,103, and, in addition, pending 
applications to the Land Commission, 
including sales originating in the Land 
Judge’s Court, represent about £300,000, 
the total amount, therefore, being ap- 
proximately £27,200,000. (2) The amount 
of purchase money distributed in cases 
in which the Estates Commissioners have 
made advances is £4,953,468. In other 


cases, including money paid to the Land 
Judge for distribution, £553,786 has been 
advanced, most of which has been dis- 
(3) The total amount advanced | 


tributed. 
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under the Act of 1903, and paid into the 
Bank of Ireland by the Land Commission, 
including the Estates Commissioners, 
for all sales is £7,233,527. In practically 
all such cases the land or holdings sold 
have been vested subject to the purchase 
annuities. The amount of purchase 
money which has been advanced in all 
cases and has not yet been distributed is, 
in round numbers, £1,700,000, but this 
is being dealt with day by day on the 
allocation of funds. (4) If by working 
capital at the disposal of the Estates 
Commissioners the reserve fand under 
Section 43 of the Act of 1903 is referred 
to, it is understood that that fund amounts 
to £250,000 or thereabouts, of which 
£8,026 has been drawn for improvement 
of estates up to the present. (5) This 
question is receiving careful considera- 


(Questions. 


tion. 


Cancer Operations in Irish Workhouses. 
Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, £.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland how many opera. 
tions for cancer have taken place in 
workhouses in Ireland; and how many 
of them have terminated in death during 
the eight years ending 31st March, 1905. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
records of the Local Government Board 
do not afford information on this subject 


Beresford Estate, County Carlow. 

Mr. HAMMOND (Carlow): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether provision 
is being made, pending the completion 
of purchase, for the reinstatement of 
the evicted tenants of the Beresford 
Estate, Carlow county; and if the 
former tenants of the Kilcloney Farm, 
Borris, will be restored to their holding. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
applications of certain evicted tenants 
on this estate have been inquired int? 
and reported on, bat the Commissioners 
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have not yet come to a decision in the|of the following regiments were in 

matter. hospital during the year 1904: Royal 

‘Scots, Royal Highlanders, Manchester 

Regiment, Devonshire Regiment, Royal 

Land Purchase in County Cork. Welsh Fusiliers, Royal Irish Rifles, 

a . Royal Munster Fusiliers, and of the 

, Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) = 1 6¢ Grenadier Guards, lst Scots Guards, 

To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-| j.+ oidstream Guards, and Irish Guards. 

Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can state 

when the Congested Districts Board 

will send the clerk of the works to the (Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold- 

3ird, Beamish, O'Donovan, and Bandon Forster.) The required information is 
Estates, situate in the Durrus and Kil- as follows :— 

crohane districts. ; 

Percentage of 

Regiment. constantly sick. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) These !5* Battalion Grenadier Guards - 9°12 


estates are in charge of one of the Board’s' Ist Battalion Coldstream Guards - 3°96 
inspectors, who was recently transferred’ st Battalion Scots Guards - - 4:02 
to Tralee. Clerks of works will be rye 5-09 
appointed when the estates have been “>! 7UATCS " . 3 ee 
legally vested in the Board. Ist Battalion Royal Scots - = - 4°09 

2nd Battalion Devonshire Regiment 2°62 


; , Ist Battalion Royal Welsh 
Cape Colony and Colonial Industries. ” 


ae aig Fusiliers - z : : 1:98 

Mr. BENN: To ask the Secretary 11. pattation Roval High- 
of State for the Colonies whether : ee 
landers” - - - - 2°96 


his attention has been drawn to the : 
Report of the Select Committee of 2nd Battalion Manchester 


the Cape Colony on Colonial Industries Regiment - - - - 1-94 
(May, 1905), which recommends a general 4th Battalion Manchester 
increase of tariffs, including the raising Regiment - - - - 3:06 
of the duty on imported English furniture | 2nd Battalion Royal Irish 
from seven and a-half per cent. to twenty - Rifles- 3 = : ; 4°21 
five per cent. ; and whether he will take 2nd Battalion Royal Mun- 
any steps to direct the attention of the ster Fusiliers - ' . 1.41 


Colonial Legislature to the damage) 


to an English industry if these proposals. Army Marksmen. 


ssriiaiaain CotonEL DENNY: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War what are the 

(Answered by Mr. Secretary Lyttelton.) relative percentages of marksmen, Ist, 

I have seen the Report referred to. I|2nd, and 3rd class shots, among the 
do not propose to take the action sug-| trained soldiers of the following regiments, 
gested, The proposals could not be home battalions only, for the year 1904: 
carried out except with the concurrence Royal Scots, Royal Highlanders, Man- 
of the other parties to the South African chester Regiment, Devonshire Regiment, 


Customs Convention. Royal Welsh Fusiliers, Royal Irish 
‘Rifles, Royal Munster Fusiliers, and of 

° ‘the Ist Grenadier Guards, Ist Scots 
Soldiers in Hospital. Guards, Ist Coldstream Guards, and 


CotoneL DENNY (Kilmarnock Burghs) : Irish Guards. 
To ask the Secretary of State for) — rae neers mR 

, a | + For the period January to April, 1904, after 
War what percentage of total strength | nich the battalion proceeded on foreign 
of such of the battalions serving at home service. 
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Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Arnold-Forster.) The required information is as follows :— 





Trained Men. 


Percentage of Marksmen, Ist, 2nd, and 3rd 
class shots. 





Ist Battalion Grenadier Guards — - 
Ist Battalion Coldstream Guards 

Ist Battalion Scots Guards — - - 
Ist Battalion Irish Guards - 

Ist Battalion Royal Scots — - 

2nd Battalion Devonshire Regiment | 
Ist Battalion Royal Welsh Fusiliers | 
Ist Battalion Roval Highlanders 
2nd Battalion Manchester Regiment 
4th Battalion Manchester Regiment | 


2nd Battalion Royal Irish Rifles - | 


Royal Munster Fusiliers - - - | 


| (Both Regular Battalions of this Regiment 
were Stationed without the United King- 
dom in 1904. 


M i. 2 3 
125 | 298 432 143 
123 | 307 426 | 142 

96 | 286 103 | @b3 

20 | 120 42-6 43°3 

90 25°8 40°35 24°7 
lo-4 38°1 385 12:8 

4:2 21-9 46°9 26°7 
13°6 38-1 65 11-6 

89 25°9 45°7 19-4 

9-0 24°] 44°] 226 

30 16-1 42:2 38°5 





Proposed Naval Reserve in the Islands 
of Skye and Barra. 


Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if the Admiralty: have yet come to a 
decision in regard to the organisation of 
the Naval Reserve; and if there is any 
prospect of the proposed batteries in the 
Islands of Skye and Barra being proceeded 
with at an early date. 


(Answered by Mr. Arthur Lee.) It is 
not possible at the present moment 
to furnish any information beyond that 
contained in the Answer given to a 
similar Question which the hon. Member 
asked on the 28th February? last. 





t See (4) Debates, exli., 1468. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


War Stores Inquiry—Repatriation 
Department Accounts, 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he will lay the 
detailed accounts of the Repatriation 
Department as a Parliamentary Paper; 
whether he can say if any contractor 











or Contractors who purchased _ stores 
from the South African Military Sales 
Department resold the material pur- 
chased to the Repatriation Department; 
and whether he can give the name or 
names of such contractors, if any, with 


| particulars of the transactions involved. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. Lyrretron, War- 
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wick and Leamington): I have not re- 
ceived these detailed accounts, and do 
not propose to lay them before Parlia- | 
ment. I would point out that these 
accounts have undergone local inspec- 
tion cn the part of the Comptroller and | 
Auditor-General in connection with the 
free grant of £3,000,000 to the burghers | 
from the Imperial Parliament in addi- | 
tion to the local colonial audit. The | 
Comptroller and Auditor-General’s Re- 
port presented to Parliament on Febru- | 
ary 7th of this year contains the | 
ollowing sentence at page 480: 
all 


that expenditure had been duly 


authorised, and further that the colonial | 


anditors had exercised a complete and 
satisfactory check over the records 
showing the 
of the Repatriation Departments.” 
T have now learned by telegraph, in 
reply to an inquiry, that in one case the 
Repatriation Department purchased hay 
from Wilson and Worthington which that 
firm had previously bought from the 
Army. The hay was bought at Mait- 
land, Cape Town, and sold to the Re- 
patriation Department, delivered at 
Pretoria West Station. 
the particulars I have received. 


Dr. MACNAMARA; Can the right | 


hon. Gentleman say what the prices 


were ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I have given the 
lon. Member all the particulars I have. 


De, MACNAMARA: I would ask the 
right hon, Gentleman whether the ex- | 
penditure of these £3,000,000 is not to 
come before Parliament in any way | 
whatever ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON: If it is desired to 
raise the subject on the Colonial Vote 
Tam sure it would be quite germane. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: Is the Colonial 
Secretary not prepared io lay before 
Parliament any statemeat giving a 
detailed account of the expenditure of 
this money. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: No. Sir, it is not 
usual todo so. The accounts have been 
thoroughly audited out in South Africa. 


VOL. CXLVIII. [Fourrs Sertzs.] 
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—* The | 


local inspection of the accounts proved | 


receipts and payments | 


These are all | 


Questions. 1326 


| Str. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. 

Gentleman says that these accounts have 
been audited in South Africa. But it is 
| something more than a mere question of 
}audit. It is a question of informing the 
| House of Commons how the money has 
| been expended. 


Mr LYTTELTON: Perhaps the 
| tight hon, Gentleman will put down a 
uestion on the subject. 


Me. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Is the 
House of Commons, which has voted 
| these £3,000,000, not to receive some 
information as to how it has been ex- 
| pended 2 


Me. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 

| Regis): Will not the audit to which the 
right hon. Gentleman refers really explain 
the expend.ture of the money ? 

Mr. LYTTELTON: I think so. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
8.) asked whether the right hon. Gentle- 
man would make an inquiry from Lord 
Milner with reference to this contract— if 
he knew where Lord Milner was ? 


Mr. LYTTELTON replied that he had 
no desire, and no intention himself, to 
refer any point to Lord Milner, but if 
‘the hon. Member wished some definite 
matter referred to Lord Milner he would 
| consider it. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Will the right 
hon, Gentleman indicate how a Member 
‘of this House may ascertain how this 
| Money, voted by the Imperial Parliament, 
| has been expended ? 
| 

Mr. LYTTELTON : I believe, in fact 
I have no doubt, that the accounts have 
been fully delivered in South Africa, and 
I imagine that, without making them a 
Parliamentary Paper, they are accessible. 


Dz. MACNAMARA: DoT understand 
that the right hon. Gentleman suggests 
that Iam to go to South Africa to see 
them ? 


Str A. HAYTER (Walsall) was under- 
stood to say that the whole of the 


2Y 
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accounts had been audited by the local 
auditors and by the Comptroller and 
Auditor-General, who had given a Report 
to the Public Accounts Committee. 
That Report would be laid before the 
House. 


Danish Agriculture. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney and 
Shetland): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if the Report of 
the Seottish Agricultural Commission 
upon farming and land settlement in 
Denmark has been brought to his notice ; 
and if, in view of the importance of land 
and labour settlement in this country, he 
will include inquiry into the said Report 
in the terms of reference to the Depart- 
rental Committee which is to be set up 
to consider Mr. Rider Haggird’s Report. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: ‘lhe terms of 
reference to the Departmental Committee 
will be as follows:—‘“ To consider the 
suggestions made in Mr. Rider Haggard’s 
Report on the Salvation Army Colonies 
inthe United States and at Hadleigh, and 
to advise the Government whether any 
steps can usefully be taken for promoting 
agricultural settlements of persons taken 
from the cities of this country either in 
the British Colonies or in the United 
Kingdom.” The attention of the Com- 
mittee will be called to the Report which 
the hon. Member has been good enough 
to send to me, with any other Reports 
germane to the subject. 


South African War—Treatment of the 
Sick and Wounded. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
will have prepared and will lay a Memo- 
rindum showing how far the reeommenda- 
tions of the Royal Commission of 1900 
on the care and treatment of the sick 
and wounded during the South African 
campaign have been or will be carried 
oat. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. AnNoip-Forstek, Belfast, W.): 
I shall be happy to furnish the Memo- 
randum asked for by the hon. Member. 


War Supplies and Customs Duties. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State | 
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Questions. 


for War whether suppiies sent to South 

Africa for the purposes of the war paid 
Customs duties; and, if so, to what 
amount. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Supplies 
sent to South Africa and consumed b> 
the Army did not pay Customs duty. It 
is not possible to state the amount so 
paid at the present time. On certain 
surplus supplies sold to merchants, ete., 
in South Africa after the war Customs 
dut.es have been paid. 


Military Bands at Religious Ceremonials. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, $.): On behalf of 
the hon, Member for North Down, I bez 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether the Roman Catholic authorities 
responsible for the celebration of the 
festival of Corpus Christi in Arundel 
have arranged for the bands of two of 
His Majesty’s regiments te take part in 
the procession along the public highway ; 
and, if so, whether sanction will be given 
to this arrangement. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The mat- 
ter is one which was dealt with by the 
General Officer Commanding - in - Chief, 
Eastern Command, without reference to 
the War Office, but I understand that 
permission was given to the band of the 
Queen’s Regiment to take part in the 
procession referred to, which took place 
in June in Arundel Park. There is 
nothing in the Regulations which would 
prohibit this. I do not, however, con- 
sider that the practice is a desirable one, 
and the Army Council has expressed its 
Opinion that it should not be repeated. 
The General Officer Commanding — has 
been so informed. 


Mr. SLOAN: Do I understand it will 
not be repeated ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I cannot 
make any more definite statement than 
is contained in the Answer I have just 
given to the hon. Member. My words 
were that the practice would not be 
repeated. 


Wrexham Barracks. 


Mr. GEORGE KENYON (Denbigh 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
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of State for War whether it is in contem- 
plation to remove the officers of the 
Royal Welsh Fusiliers and other regiments 
from the military centre at Wrexham to 
Shrewsbury: whether this is to be 
followed by the abolition of Wrexham as 
a military centre; whether he is aware 
that the barracks at Wrexham have only 
been erected a few years, at a great cost, 
when that town was selected by the 
military authorities as being the most 
accessible for the counties comprised in 
the district; anl whether he will re- 


consider the whole question. é 


’ 


Questions, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Shrewsbury 
has been selected as the headquarters 
of the Welsh Border group of regimental 
districts, Any changes in the quartering 
of regiments which may follow upon this 
decision could only take place after the 
erection of depots. 


Mr. KENYON; Will the right hon. 
Gentleman be good enough to remember, 
when making any changes in regard to 
Welsh regiments, that Shrewsbury is not 
in Wales at present ? 


Military Prisoner at Maryborough. 

Mr. PATRICK O’ BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
1 beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether, when the Army Council 
considered the case of Thomas Leonard, 
now imprisoned in Maryborough under a 
life sentence for desertion, the Council 
was aware that the desertion took place 
more than a year before the outbreak of 
the war, and that Leonard, who was 
employed at the mines, was comman- 
deered by the Boers on the outbreak of 
the war; and, if not, will he pat this 
fact before the Council and ask for a re- 
consideration of Leonard’s case; whether 
he can explain what Circumstances in- 
fluenced the decision of the Army Council 
in ordering the discharge two years ago 
from Maryborough Prison of a man who 
belonged to the same regiment as Leonard, 
and who was sentenced to death for the 
murder of a soldier in South Africa during 
the late war, while refusing to discharge 
Leonard, who has now been over five 
years in prison for desertion. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I regret 


that Iam unable to add to the informa- | 
ton which I have already given to the | 
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hon. Member, both by Answer ani b= 


letter, regarding this case. The decision 


of the Army Council which has been 
communicated to the hon. Member will 
be adhered to. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Has the 
right hon. Gentleman asked the Council 
if it was aware at the time of the tria 
that this man deserted a vear before 
the war broke out ? 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Yes, Sir. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : 


was the answer ? 


And what 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I sent all 
the information to the hon. Member. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: TI have 
not received that information, I shall 
put another Question down. 


Government Orders to Private Firms. 

Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
it has hitherto been the practice to give 
one-half of the orders for bayonets re- 
quired for the Army to private firmis ; 
and whether, out of 12,200 bavonets or 
thereabouts now so required, he will see 
that the private firms obtain their proper 
share. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Will the 
hon. Member please refer to my reply to 
a similar Question yesterday from the 
hon. M>mber for Central Sheffield. 


Mr. J. F. HOPE (Sheffield, Brightside) : 
[trust the right hon Gentleman will 
bear in mind that 19,000 bayonets have 
already been turned out from Enfield 
this year. 


Musketry Practice at St. Mary’s Island. 

Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether his attention 
has been drawn to the fact that, during 
a recent musketry practice at St. Mary’s 


Island, a fisherman was dangerously 


wounded whilst following his daily 
occupation; whether he has received a 
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copy of a resolution passed at a public 
meeting specially called for the purpose 
of protesting against the position of 
this range; if so, can he state what 
steps he intends to take in order to 
protect these fishermen in the course of 
their occupation. 


(Questions. 


Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: The 
General Officer Commanding-in-Chief, 
Northern Command, has reported that a 
fishermen was shot through the arm at 
musketry practice ; the wound is believed 
not to be dangerous. The resolution 
passed at a public meeting has 
been received by telegram; a Court of 
inquiry has been ordered, and a full 
report will be forwarded to the War 
Office. 


The Voiunteer Vote. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
l understand the Leader of the House can- 
not be present, and I will postpone the 
Question I had proposed to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman with reference to public 
business. There is one Question, how- 
ever, to which I think it would be desir- 
able that we should get an Answer— 
namely, whether the Government, re- 
cognising the intense interest felt in the 
present position of the Volunteers and 
the recent action in regard to them, will 
bring cn the Volunteer Vote next Thurs- 
day. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY 
TARY or THE TREASURY (Sir A. 
AcLAND-Hoob, Somersetshire, Welling- 
ton) said he was afraid he could not 
give the right hon. Gentleman an An+wer 
now, because negotiations with the differ- 
ent Parties in the House were involved, 
but he would endeavour to settle the 
question that afternoon, 


Financial Reforms at the War Office. 


' Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask, 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, | 


having regard to the fact that Viscount 
Esher, Admiral Sir J. A. Fisher, and Sir 
George S. Clarke reported, in February, 
1904, that the financial methods of the 
War Office do not co: duce to economy in 
peace and directly promote waste in war, 
he can state what reforms, if any, in War 
Oftice financial administration have since 
been inaugurated. 
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| THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
‘THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. BRomtiry 
Davenport, Cheshire, Macclesfield): It 
is not easy to state in brief compass all 
the reforms which have been carried out 
in the financial arrangements of the War 
Office and the Army since the Report of 
Lord Ksher’s Committee. The following 
statement will, however, give a general 
idea of what has been done. Provision 
has been made for the financial service of 
the Army in the field as well as in peace, 
and a new department for Army Accounts 
has been created. A system of decen- 
tralised accounting has been instituted, 
carrying with it the redistribution and 
decentralisation of work and_ staff to 
military districts throughout the Empire. 
Under this system a financial branch 
forms part of the staff of each general 
otticer commanding in the various dis- 
tricts and will proceed with him to the 
front in case of war. A thorough system 
of financial examination and review is 
now in operation in respect of all con- 
tracts, whether made at the War Office or 
in the military districts. The same 
system will operate in the field in 
the event of war. The separation of 
Army stores and the allotment there- 
of to the Quartermaster-General and 
the Master-General of the Ordnance, 
‘iespectively, has been arranged for 
Some of the Army Votes have had 
to be remodelled in a form acceptable to 
the Treasury and to Parliament. The 
Quartermaster-Genera] and the Master- 
General of the Ordnance now administer 
the Votes for those services for which 
they are responsible, and have in their 
branches members of the Accounts 
Department to advise them in financial 
matters. A standing Army Finance 
Committee to watch expenditure has. 
been constituted and a detailed re- 
arrangement of staff and work both for 
finance and for accounting has been 
‘carried into effect. 


Questions. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked whether 
he understood the hon. Gentl.man to 
say that the contract branch of the War 
Office had been broken up and dis- 
tributed among the various commands. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I did 
not say that. General officers in a 
district have always made their own 
contracts, and they will do_ so still. 
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They will, however, have a finance 
branch as *part of their staff, which will, 
in the event of war, accompany them to 
the front. In the War Department itself 
the making of contracts has been divided 
between the military members who are 
immediately concerned, subject to what, 
I think, is absolutely necessary financial 
review. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 


ton, E.): Can the hon. Gentleman say 


what the additional cost of this new | 


administration is likely to be. 


Mr. BROMLEY DAVENPORT: I) 
would not like to commit myself to 
saying whether 


has been, what it is. 
Gentleman desires the information I will | 
endeavour to give it to him. 


Lord Curzon and the Indian Military 


Command. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: T beg to ask 
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by an asterisk standing in the name of 
the Member for South Donegal on the 
Notice Paper of Thursday, 29th June, 
which he was not present to ask. 


Questions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: A similar Question 
was asked by the Member for East 
Perthshire on the same day and in 
answering him [ included my reply to 
the hon. Member for South Donegal. 
Hence no occasion arose for circulating 
the Answer with the Votes. 





there has been any | 
considerable additional cost or if there | 
If the right hon. | 


| Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Why did not 

| the right hon, Gentleman, as a matter of 
| courtesv, send an intimition to me to 
that effect when I wrot> to him ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am sorry if I 
have been guilty of any discourtesy, but 
|T thought the hon. Member must have 
| seen the Answer. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I do not 
want to be treated like Lord Curzon 2? 


the Secretary of State for India whether | 


Lord Curzon has informed the 


Government that, 
are introduced to the 


orders issued 


regarding the military command in India, | 
he will resign; and what answer, if any, | 


has been given to these representations. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror) 
INDIA (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford). I have nothing to add to what I 
said on this subject on Thursday, 29th 


June.f 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: But I 
cannot remember these weighty, pompous, 
arrogant deliverances. 
say on Thursday ? 


Mr. BRODRICK said he would send | 
the hon. Member a copy of the reply. 


Answers to Questions. 
‘in. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to ask 
rs Secretary of State for India what 


explanation, if any, has he to give for 


emission to cause an Answer to be 
printed and circulated with the Votes, in 
accordance with the provisions of Stand- 
ing Order 9, to a Question distinguished 





t See page 54 


H yme | 


unless modifications | 


What did you | 


Hazel Grove (Cheshire) Disturbances. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, §S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretarv of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the disturbances at 
|Hazel Grove and Bullock’s Smithy, 
Cheshire, resulting in a prolonged gsiege 
'of the police barracks, injury to 
| property, and the wounding of belliger- 
pers and whether, in view of the con- 
tinued excitement, he will consult with 
the authorities as to the advisability 
of placing the services of the military at 
the disposal of the local police in the 
event of a further outbreak. 





THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
| THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. AKers- 
| Doucnas, Kent, St. Augustine’s): My 
| attention has been drawn to th> matter 
by hon. Members’ Questions and I have 
obtained a report from the Chief Con- 
stable. It appears that on the evening 
after a local e'ection the police were 
hustled while arresting a drunken man, 
a crowd assembled, stones were thrown 
and windows broken, and extra police 
had to be obtiined from the neighbour- 
ing borough of Stockport. There was a 
slight disturbance the following evening, 
but the excitement has now apparently 








Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Have any of the offenders been arrested. 
and, if so, wil] they be tried before a special 
jury ? 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: 
information on that point. 


IT have no 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Seeing that the 
riot lasted several hours on the 
Saturday and was continued on the 
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subsided. There was no occasion what- 
ever for calling in the serv'ces of the 
military. 


Sunday how is it no arrests have been | 


made ? 


*Mr. DISRAELI (Cheshire, Altrin- 
cham): Is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that the inhabitants of Hazel Grove 
are a peaceful and law-abiding people ? 

Mr. MACVEAGH : 
rioters. 


Law - abidirg 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, $.): How 
many per:ors were injured in_ these 
riots ? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerrv, N.): 
hon. Member who represents the Divis:on 
denounced these rioters on a public 
platform ? 


{No Answer wes returnd. ] 


*Mr. DISRALLI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether hisattention has been drawn 
to the riot which took place at Hazel 
Grove, near Stockport, on Saturday, 
July 1st, which culminated in the police 
station being besieged by the inhabitants, 
and the local constables held prisoners 
until released by a force of constabulary 
from Stockport; whether he is aware 
that the disturbance was renewed on 
Sunday night, damage being done to 
the police premises; whether he is 
aware that this disturbance is the out- 
come of a gradually growing feeling of 
resentment amongst the inhabitants at 
the conduct for some time past of the 
local police; and whether, in order to 
illay public feeling at Hazel Grove, he 
will recommend the urgency of an inquiry 
by the Standing Joint ;Committee of 


Has the | 
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Cheshire into the whole circumstances of 
the case. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: I have 
already, in reply to another Question, 
mentioned the facts of this small local 
disturbance. The Chief Constable informs 
me that the ill-feeling towards the police 
on the part of a section of the inhabi- 
tants originates in some recent betting 
prosecutions, and the removal of a police 
sergeant who had been very remiss in 
the performance of his duties. I have no 
reason to think that the police have been 
guilty of any misconduct; and | have 
every confidence that the responsible 
local authorities—the Chief Constable and 
the Standing Joint Committee—are per- 
fectly competent to make any necessary 
inquiries and to deal with the whole 
matter. 


*Mr. DISRAELI: alay I say my in- 
formation as to the cause of the riot is 
very different. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is giving and not asking for 
information. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Will the right hon. 


'Gentleman send a copy of his Answer to 


the Chief Secretary for Ireland ? 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : Will these 


occurrences be returned in any way asa 


i erime @ 


Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: No, Sir. 
They do not come under the definition of 
crime in England. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman ask the Irish 


Secretary what is his definition of crime 


in Ireland 2 
Mr. AKERS-DOUGLAS: No, Sir. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Suspend the Con- 
stitution at once. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Equal laws, 


The Post Office—The Stanley Revision. 

Mr.'MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General , if the regulation 
recently issued by the Secretary to 
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the Post Office has reference to postmen | 
only, or if it is to be equally applied 
to ‘all 
the nl, eee being to the effect that 
annual leave is granted for the purpose 
of improving health to enable an officer 
to render further services, and that it 
cannot be granted to an officer who does 
not intend to continue in the service 
after the leave has expired; and whether 
this regulation applies to officers who 
reach the age limit during the year and 
who may resume duty for a short or 
long period after having been granted 
annual leave. 


Tae POSTMASTER - GENERAL 
(Lord Sranuey, Lancashire, Westhough- 
ton): The rule to which the hon. Mem- 
ber refers applies to all grades of the 
Post Office service. I am making in- 
quiries as to the practice in other De- 
partments. 


Sale Postal Facilities. 

Mr. DISRAELT: I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General whether further inquiries 
have been made regarding the question of 
giving the township of Sale, near Man- 
chester, increased postal facilities; and 
whether it is now possible to meet the 
Wishes and convenience of the inhabitants 
there and establish a late despatch from 
that office. 


Lorp STANLEY: As_ the hon. 
Member is aware, the time of posting 
at the Sale Post Office for the night 


mail has been extended from 9.0 p.m. | 


to 9,20 p.m. This is cons'derably later 
than the timein many important districts 
nearer the City of Manchester, but I am 
going to arrange for a later post to be 
tried as an experiment in order to deter- 
mine if there is any real demand for 
it. 


Local Government (England and Wales) 
Act, 1888. 

Mr. MULDOON (Donegal, N.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether any case has arisen 
11 the division of an urban district into 
wards, or the apportionment of members 
of the council among such wards, under 
ihe provisions of the 57th Section of the 
Local Government (England and Wales) 
Act, 1888, and the regulations prescribed 
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thereunder by the Order dated 14th 
September, 1889, in which a proposal fcr 


Ques‘ions. 


grades of the postal service. | such purpose formulated by the county 
council has been opposed by th2 county 


district affected; and whether, under 


' such circumstances, it is the practice of the 


Local Government Board to adopt such 
proposal in accordance with its powers 


against the wishes of the county 
district. 
Tue PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. GeraLp 
Ba.rour, Leeds, Central): I am unable 
to say whether any case of the kind 
referred to has arisen. The matter 
would not come before the Local Govern- 
ment Board, as an Order made by a 
county council under Section 57 of the 
Local Government Act, 1888, for either of 
the purposes mentioned in the Question 
comes into operation on being finally 
approved by the council, and there is no 
appeal to the Board against such an 


Order. 


War Stores —,. Investigations in 
South Africa. 

Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General whether the 
final section of the War Stores (Com- 
mission) Bill will preclude the Commis- 
sioners, either by themselves or through 
Sub-Commissioners, holding investigations 
in South Africa, with all the powers 
conferred upon them when sitting in the 
United Kingdom. 


Toe ATTORNEY -GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert Fixuay, Inverness Burghs) said it 
had been thought better that in the case of 
self-governing “colonies such as we had in 
South Africa the Imperial Parliament 
should not legislate in respect of any 
sittings of the War Stores Commission 
which might be held there. It was 
anticipated that if it should be found 
necessary to hold sittings in South 
Africa the Legislatures in the colonies 
there would make the necessary arrange- 
ments tor enabling the Commission to do 
its work effectively. 


Land Registration Act, 1897. 
Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General 
whether his attention has been cal‘ed to 
of June 23rd, 1905, 





339 (Questions. 


issued by the Law Society, on the | 
working of The Land Registration Act, | 


1897, which is declared, after seven 
years trial, to be a conspicuous failure ; 
and whether, seeing that the Lord 
Chancellor, when introducing the Bill, 
stated that the scheme was only to 


proceed by the most gradual steps, and | 


only by the light of experience, His 
Majesty’s Government will now order an 
inquiry to be held into the working of 
the Act. , 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY was under- 
stood to say that a longer experience was 
required of the Act before anything could 
usefully be done in the way of inquiry or 
amendment. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 5.) 
asked whether an inquiry had not been 
promised, 


Mr. REMNANT: Will the right hon. 
and learned Gentleman advise the 
(Government not to incur any further 
expenditure of money under the Act ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY replied that he 
was no party to any promise, but if a 
promise had been made in any quarter 
where there was avthority to make one 
it would be carried out. In reply to the 
hon. Member for Finsbury he could only 
say he could not undertake to advise 
tis Majesty’s Government on a question 
of policy of that sort. 


County Antrim Prosecutorship. 

Mr. JOSEPIE DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General 
ior Ireland whether any appointment 
has yet been made to the vacant prose- 
cutorship for county Antrim; and 
whether, in view of the fact that most of 
these positions in Ireland are filled by 
those who differ from the majority of the 
people of Ireland in religious faith, he 
will now fconsent to have a Catholic 
appointed to the vacancy. 


Tue ATTORNEY - GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arkinson, London- 


derry, N.): The appointment has not 
yet been made. In making such ap- 
pointments I have never taken the 
questicn of religion into consideration, 
and never will dojso. 
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Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Will th: 


right hon. Gentleman give an assurance 
that the appointment shall not be given 
to a barrister who is a Member of the 
House ? 


Questions. 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Isit intended 
to confer it on the hon. Member for 
North Antrim ? 


[No Answer was returned. ] 


Religious Disturbances in Glasgow. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: [| beg to 
ask the Lord- Advocate whether his 
attention has been called to the recent 
religious disturbances in Glasgow, as a 
result of which prosecutions have taken 
place in the Glasgow Police Courts; 
whether he is aware that the disturbance 
at Glasgow Green on June 11th was 
caused by the language a: d conduct of a 
man named Boal, who appealed to the 
crowd to turn their faces to the Catholics, 
and said that if they would drag them in 
he would hammer them himself and show 
them the way these things were done in 
Belfast, whereupon a Cathol ¢ was seized, 
the seizure marking the beginning of the 
disturbance; whether he is aware that the 
attention of the chief constable was 
called to this incident at the time, and 
that the incide:t took place in the presence 
of police officials; whether he will state 
why Boal has not been prosecuted ; and 
whether he will order that such lecturers’ 
addresses shall uot be permitted at 
Glasgow Green in future. 


THe LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. Scorr 
Dickson, Glasgow, Bridgton): My atten- 
tion has been called to the disturbances 
referred to. They were due to disputes 
between the, followers of the Protestant 
speaker Boal and of two Roman Catholic 
speakers. A few police constables were 
present and complaints were made to the 
police by both parties. The chief 
constable inquired very fully into the 
matter at once, and the results were 
submitted to the Procurator Fiscal and 
the magistrates, but there was no 


sufficient evidence to establish that Boal 
had used the language attributed to him 
in the Question or to justify his prosecu- 
tion. 


Measures have since been taken 
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which have preventel any repetition of | 


the disturbances. The lecturers were 
speaki 1g on the portion of the Green set 
aside by the corporation for speaking 
and holding meetings, and I have no 
power to interfere with the corporation’s 
action im the matter, and I have no 
desire to do so. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Does not 
this man Boal, who is the cause of these 
disturbances, come from Belfast? Is 
there not a revival in Scotland of religious 
animosities, thanks to him, and will the 
tight hon. Gentleman take steps to deal 
with him as an alien immigrant ? 


Mr. SCOTT DICKSON: I have no 


information on that point. 


Lisburn Assault Trial—Question of Bail. 

Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney-General for Ireland whether 
he is aware that a young man named 
James Reynolds was recently tried 
at Lisburn Petty Sessions for an 
assault, and returned for trial on bail; 
that a merchant of the town and Rey- 
nolds’ father offered to become bondsmen 
for his appearance, the former being 
aecepted and the latter rejected by Ser- 
veant Gallagher, Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary; that several other gentlemen 
offered themselves, but this officer also 
refused to accept them; and whether, in 
view of the character of the s curity 
rejected by Sergeant Gallagher, and the 
time that Revnolds was kept in gao!, he 
will cause inquiry to be mide as to the 
locus standi of those gentlemen, and the 
conduct of Sergeant Gallagher regarding 
the same. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I will at the same 
time reply to my hon. friend’s Ques- 
tion No 19 James Reynolds was 
returned for trial at the Summer 
\ssizes, Belfast, and it was ordered 
that he should be admitted to bail 
on entering into recognisances, himself 
in £10) and two sureties in £50 each, 
to appear there to take his trial, the 
police to be satisfied of the fitness of the 
sureties. John Reynolds, described as a 
“jarvey,” the father of the accused, and 
two persons named James Taggart, 


publican and mechanic respectively, who 
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are father and son, offered themselves as 
bailsmen. John Reynolds was objected 
to by the district mspector, after con- 
sultation with Sergeant Gallagher, a3 an 
unfit person, and the Taggarts were 
accepted by the polic>. Some difficulty 
was raised by the petty sessions clerk as 
regards James Taggart, junior, and ulti- 
mately a second suitable surety was 
found, and Reynolds was released. Only 
two persons were objected to by the 
police on the ground of unfitness, includ- 
ing Reynolds, the father of the accused. 
The district inspector and serge int acted 
bona fide in the exercise of the discretion 
rep»sed in them, and there does not 
seem to be any ground for instituting an 
inquiry into theire nduct. The Sergeant 
Gallagher referre{ to in this case is not 
the sergeant of that name who was 
transferred from Greencastle. 


Appended is the second Question re- 
ferred to in the Answer :— 


Mere. SLOAN: To ask the Chief 
Secretiry to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called t> the action of S :rgea it Gallazher, 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary, in the 
case of Jams Reynolds, recently charged 
for assault at Lisburn Petty Sessions and 
returned for trial on bail, in refusing 
severil gentlemen as sureties for Rey- 
nolds’ appearance; and whether, seeing 
that Sergeant Gallagher was transferred 
from Greencastle about two years ago in 
the interest of the public service, and in 
view of the charasters of the gentlemen 
who were rejected as bondsmen by this 
officer, he will recom nend the transfer 
of Sergeant Gallagher to another district. 


Banbridge (County Down) Trials. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieatenant 
of Ireland, with reference to th» prose- 
cutions arising out of the stab- 
bing of Nationalists near Banbridge, 
county Down, whether the Crown 
intends, at the forthcoming trial, to 
eXercise its power to order jurors who 
hold the same political opinions as the 
accused to stand aside, as in other parts 


of Ireland. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Tae Crown does 
not exercise, aid will not exercise, its 
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power to order jurors to stand aside on 
account of their political opinions, but | 
:Olely because it is believed that if sworn | 
they would not act impartially. That | 
rule will be followed in the case mentioned. 


Questions. 
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that the teachers shall be qualified to 
give instruction in Kindergarten, and, 
while such qualification is desirable in 
the case of ordinary infant schools, the 
Commissioners do not insist on it, but 


Questions. 


the teaching must be otherwise efficient. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: When I was tried | 
I saw a matked jury panel under which 
all my political opponents were to be. 
allowed to go on the jury while my 
political friends were to he ordered to 
stand aside. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN : Why should 
not juries be packed in county Down as 
well as in Galway ? 


Amalgamation of Boys’ and Girls’ Schools 
in Ireland. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will 
lay upon the Table of the House « copy 
of that portion of the minutes of 20th 
December, 1904, of the Board of National 
Education in which the rules for 1905 
were referred to; and also a copy of the 
resolution at the Board meeting of 25th 
October, 1904, ard the Order made there- 
on, with reference to amalgamating boys’ 
and girls’ schools with an average attend- 
ance below thirty. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Watrer Lona, Bristol, 8.): 
The minutes of the meeting of 25th Oc- 
tober will appear in the Return granted 
on the Motion of the hon. Member for 
Kast Mayo on 3Ist May, and about to 
be circulated. The Commissioners do 
not consider that any useful purpose 
would be served by publishing the min- 
utes of 20th December. 


Infant Schools in Ireland. 


Mr. BOLAND: TI beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the Commissioners of 
National Education require any special 
educational qualifications in relation to 
the teaching of infants on the part of 
female teachers before recognising the. 
schools taught by them as suitable in 
the sense of Rule 127 (b); if so, what. 
are these special qualifications. 


Trinity College, Dublin, and Intermediate 
ucation. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-lieutenant of 
Treland has any application been made by 
anyone acting in the interests of Trinity 
College, Dublin, to the Commissioners of 
Intermediate Education in Ireland, for 
facilities for selecting successful inter- 
mediate students to whom entrance 
scholarships in Trinity College, Dublin, 
may be given by the authorities of that 
college ; if so, will he state the precise 
terms of that application ; whether it has 
been granted ; and whether he will lay 
before Parliament the minute of the 
proceedings of the Intermediate Board in 
which that application was discussed. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Yes, Sir; and 
I propose to lay on the Table the corre- 
spondence between Trinity College and 
the Board of Intermediate Education, 
together with the Board’s resolutions in 
the matter. 


One-room Schools in Ireland. 


Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
Jand whether he is now in a position to 
state the number of schools for girls in 
Treland that have only one room; and 
whether, besides affording the minimum 
floor space for the number of pupils on 
the rolls, the Commissioners of National 
Education require any other structural 
conditions as necessary in order that a 
school may be considered suitable in the 
sense of Rule 127 (b); and, if so, what 
are these conditions. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: It would take 
a considerable time to ascertain the 
number of such schools, and no good 
object would be served by doing s0, 
seeing that in schools with one teacher a 
second room is neither necessary nor 
desirable. The Commissioners have not 


thought it necessary to formulate the 
structural conditions which render a 
school “suitable” under Rule, 127 (b)- 


Mr. WALTER LONG: In the case 
of model infant schools, it is required | 
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The accommodation must be adequate 
and suitable, and, when necessity arises, 
an inspection will be made to ascertain 
the fact. 


Questions. 


Irish Land Purchase Regulations. 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland when he pro- 
poses to lay upon the Table the regula- 
tions prescribed by the Land Purchase 
Act of 1903. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The regula- 


tions have been signed by the Lord-Lieu- | 


tenant, and will be laid on the Table 
forthwith. 


Purchase of Evicted Farms and Un- 
tenanted Lands in Tipperary. 

M:. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Estates Commissioners have made any 
efforts to purchase evicted farms or un- 


tenanted lands in the county of Tipper- 


ary; if so, will he state in how many 
cases; in how many has the purchase 


been completed; in how many have the | 
negotiations failed, giving the names of | 
the owners, extent of holding, and the | 


causes which prevented the completion 
of the purchases. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Commis- 
sioners have negotiated for the purchase 
of six estates in this county. In three 
cases the negotiations are proceeding; in 
two the offers made have been refused 
by vendors ; and inone case the purchase 
has been completed. I do not think it 
desirable to give particulars of the cases 
referred to in the last inquiry. 


Mineral Deposits in Ireland. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask | 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether, in view of the | 


fact that the Department of A vriculture 
and Technical Instruction ia Ireland 
state that a portion of its public work is 
to undertake inspection of lands on 
which minerals are believed to exist, the 
officials of the Department will explain 
whether such inspection can be satisfac- 
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Mr. WALTER LONG: The Depart- 
ment hold that inspection by a fully 
qualified and experienced mining en- 
gineer, who has made himself thoroughly 
acquainted with the local geological 
formation, is sufficient to show whether 
prospecting for coal by means of a boring 
drill could be undertaken with any pro- 
spect of success or not. 


Questions. 


Dublin Disturbances. 





Mr. SLOAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
| has been called to a disturbance which 
| took place at a late hour in Marlborough 
‘Street, Dublin, on the 28th j; ultimo; 
if he can state the number of persons 
‘injured, and by whom; and whether, in 
' view of the fact that Constables Watchorn 
(228C) and Keating (217C) of the Metro- 
politan Police are alleged to have been 
the aggressors, he will order an inquiry 
into the whole case. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The Chief Com- 
missioner of Police has already held an 
inquiry in this case, as a result of which 
he has called upon the two constables 
mentioned to resign, and theyJdo not 
now belong to the force. 


Irish Land Purchase. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord - Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, in view of the fact 
that the rate of progress at} which 
agreements for sale under the; Land 
Purchase Act, 1903, are being made 
makes it clear that the anticipation that 
twenty vears would be required gto 
complete the transfer of Irish land was 
excessive, and having regard to the 
urgency of the situation and the appeals 
that have been addressed to the Govern- 
'ment by representatives of landlords 
and tenants, whether he intends, before 
the session closes, to place sufficient 
funds at the disposal of the Estates 
Commiss‘oners, or to take any otier 
steps, such as offering stock at market 
value to vendors who may be willing to 
take such in payment, or by any other 
means, to meet the difficulty. 





torily carried out without prospecting or, | 


in regard to coal deposits, without the 
use of a boring drill. 


4 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I am not, at 
present, in a position to make any 
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engaging my careful consideration. 


Kerry Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 
negotiat ons have taken place for the 
purchase of the estate of Mr. Morrogh, 
Bernard, county Kerry, by the Estates 
(Commissioners ; and, if so, how does the 
matter now stand; and what arrange- 
ments have been made for the reinstate- 
ment of the ev’cted tenants on the estate. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: A memorial 
from the tenants proposing to purchase 
their holdings was received by the 
Commissioners, who communicatcd the 
same to the landlord, but the latter has 


expressed no desire to sell. Consequently, | 


no opportunity for dealing with evicted 
tenants’ applications has arisen. 


Mr. MURPHY: I beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant of 
Ireland how long the estate of Mr. 
Coltsmann, county Kerry, has been 
before the Estates Commissioners; how 
many visits have been made to the 
evicted tenants on the estate by 
inspectors of the Commissieners, and the 
dates of such visits; and what excuse 
can be given for the failure to assist Mr. 
Daniel Casey, who was reinstated by the 
landlord over eighteen months ago, and 
who is placed in a position of difficulty 
by the delay. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The application 
for sale was received on the 19th 
September last. The information desired 
by the second part of the Question will 
te obtained and communicated to the 
hon. Member. A legal cons‘deration is 
involved in the question of a grant to 
Daniel Casey, and the matter has not yet 
been decided. 


The Estates Commissioners and Evicted 
Tenants. 


Mr. MURPHY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in the case of a landlord 
who declines to sell his entire estate but 
who publicly states in writing his willing- 
ness to reinstate an evicted tenant, the 
Kstates Commissioners will take any 
action to reinstate such tenant when he 


{COMMONS} 


- announcement in this matter, which is | finds himself unable to agree to the terms 
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| asked by the landlord in direct negotia- 
tion between themselves. 


Mr. WALTER LONG : If the Question 
means the reinstatement of a tenant on 
‘a farm which the owner refuses to sell, 
the Estates Commissioners have no power 
in the matier. In such case, however, 
the Commissioners may be able to allot 
other lands to the evicted tenant, ii 
' such lands are available. 


Tariff Reformers in Dublin. 

Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland (1) whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the fact that the 
Agricultural Committee of the Tariff 
Commission will meet in Dublin on 25th, 
26th, and 27th July, when witnesses from 
every part of Ireland will give evidence, 
and that anumber of the menibers of the 
Commission will attend and assist in the 
inquiry; (2) will he say whether the 
Tariff Commissicn has any sanction from 
the Government; (3) whether the (rovern- 
ment is giving any assistance, ond, if so, 
of what nature, to the Commission; (4) 
whether any of the expenses of the Com- 
mission have been or will be borne 
by the Governinent; (5) whether any 
persons receiving remuneration of any 
kind from the Government will be per- 
mitted to give evidence before the 
Commission; (6) and whether an official 
‘statement will be issued stating the 
position of the Government in rela- 
tion to this matter. 





Mr. WALTER LONG: The replies to 
| all these questions are in the negative, with 
the exception of that inquiring whether 
persons receiving remuneration from the 
State will be permitted to give ev.dence. 
The reply to this inquiry is in the 
affirmative. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: Who are 
these persons in Government employ who 
are to give evidence ? 


| Mr. WALTER LONG: I have not the 
| slightest idea. 
JOSEPH DEVLIN: 


Mr. That is 


thoroughly characteristic of the Chief 
| Secretary for Ireland. 








of 
Uc 
in 
ad 
10] 


bu 


in 
to 


ste 
no 


en, 
she 
me 


Co 
Di 


Sec 


be 





ith 
\er 
he 
Ce. 
he 


ire 


ho 


rhe 


is 


viet 





1349 Civil Services and Revenue 


Mr. WALTER LONG: Such an ob- 
servation as that is needlessly offensive. 
How can I know, when such information 
has not reached me ? 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN: I will ask the | 
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right hon. Gentle nan the Member for | 


West Birmingham himself, 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: Has this | 


anything to do with the recent visit of | 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
ireland 2 


Irish Land Purchase Advances. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Irelind if he 
will now state the amount of the 
advances applied for under The Land 
Purchase (freland) Act, 1903, up to and 
including 30th June, 1905, the amount 
which has been actually advanced, and 
the amount sanctioned; and what is the 
date of the receipt of the agreements 
which are being dealt with now by the 
Commissioners. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The amount 
of advances applied for to the Estates 
Commissioners up to the 30th June 
inclusive is £26,896,103, The amount 
advanced is £6,679,741; and the amount 
ior which advances have been sanctioned, 
but not yet made, is £1,301,744. 
Advances are at present being made 
in respect of cases in which agreements 
io purchase were lodged in July, 1904. 


Mr, T. W. RUSSELL: Have any 
steps been taken to remedy the block 
now prevailing in the Land Court ? 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The matter is 
engaging my attention, and I hope 
shortly to be able to make an announce- 
ment. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 
Henry Staveley Hill, esquire, for the 
County of Stafford (Kingswinford 
Division). 


CRIMINAL CASES (RESERVATION OF 
POINTS OF LAW) BILL ;LORDS]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 261.] 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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BILLS OF EXCHANGE ACT (1832) AMEND- 
MENT BILL {LORDS}. 

Read the first time: to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 262.] 


SUPPLY [13ru Attortep Day.] 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1905-6. 
REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £6,920,538, 
be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which wiil come in course of payment: 
during the year ending on the 31st diy 
of March, 1905, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Post Office Services, the 
Expenses of Post Office Savings Banks, 
and Government Annuities and Insur- 
ances, and the Collection of the Post 
Office Revenue.” 


*Tue POSTMASTER - GENERAL 
(Lord Sranutey, Lancashire, West- 
houghton) said his right hon. friend the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
when he held the office of Postmaster- 
General, instituted the practice, which 
commended itself to the Committee, of 
making at the commencement of the 
discussion on the Estimates a general 
statement as to the work performed 
by the Department over which he 
presided ; and he proposed, with the con- 
sent of the Committee, to follow the 
same course. He would endeavour to 
be as short as possible, but it was rather 
difficult in the present instance to be so 
for two reasons. In the first place, 
it had been a somewhat exceptional 
year in the Post Office wth regard 
to changes and innovations, and 
secondly, there was a feature in the 
administration of that Office which 
particularly called for comment, and that 
was the action which he took with regard 
to what was called the Bradford Com- 
mittee. He proposed to deal with that 
last, and te enumerate first, as shortly 
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as he could, the work on which the Post 
Office had been engaged. 


There were two matters to which he 
would refer at the outset; one was 
the agreement they had come to with 
the National Telephone Company. It 
would be remembered that last year, 
when he had the honour of introducing 
the Estiniates, he told the House that 
he hoped before the year was over to 
have come to some arrangement, subject 
to the consent of the House, for the 
amalgamation of the Post Office system 
and the National Telephone Company’s 
system, or for the taking over of the 
National Telephone Company’s system 
by the Government. That agreement 
was being subjected to a trial, so to 
speak, before a Committee upstairs, and 
as it would in due course come down to 
this House for confirmation or the reverse 
by the House as a whole, he need not 
refer to that further. 


Another matter which last year occu- 
pied the attention of the House for a 
short time in the early hours of one 
morning was the passing of the Wireless 
Telegraphy Bill. That Bill was only a 
temporary one, and would come to the 
erd of its existence in August next year, 
The Postmaster-General then would, he 
thought, be wise in his generation if, 
before going into any final legislation 
with regard to wireless telegraphy, he 
gave this Bill another year’s work to see 
whether improvements could be made, 
for this reason. It was not until they 
h-gan to grant licences that they realised 
the endless difficulties there were, difficul- 
ties which had hardly been foreseen. 
It was not until February this year that, 
having got all the different applications 
snd having considered each branch of 
the applications, they were able to | egin 
the issue of the licences. The hon. and 
gallant Member for Newing.on had asked 
him fora Return which would give him all 
the statistics with regard to the licences 
so far granted. This Return he had 
been only too glad to give him, and he 
trusted it would prove of interest to the 
House. ‘There was only one thing he 
needed to add to that report, and it was an 
assurance Which he hoped the House 
would accept. No single licence had been 
given or refused without the full consent 
-or approval of the Admiralty on whose 


Lord Stanley 
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behalf, as a question almost of n tional 
defence, he asked the House to pass the 
| Bill last year. He had not brouz:t down 
/with him the Return which the hon and 
gallant Member asked him for about a 
week ago, but he promised to have it 
got ready as quickly as he could and 
it would be submitted to the House. 
He promised there should be no secret. 


There were two small points dealt with 
in a Bill of the previous session, viz., th 
cumulative poundage on posta! orders 
and the use of embossed stamps for pre- 
payment of postage. They had insti- 
tuted an official parcel post to Amer ca. 
Before the parcels post was provided for 
by an arrangement with a private express 
carrier company to America. He was glad 
to say they had been able te come to an 
agreement with the Deputy Postmaster- 
General of America by which there was 
to be an official parcel post service 
between the United Kingdom and 
America. ‘They had also made con- 


siderable progress with the — inter- 
change of postal orders with the 
Colonies. He would ask the House to 


allow him to pass a smell Bill after 
twelve o’clock which was connected with 
this question, because he did not think it 
could be called controversial, At present 
postal orders Were not interchangea'le 
between this country and Egvpt and 
certain British protectorates; but he 
thought it would be found an advantage 
to hon. Members travelling abroad, and 
to many others as well, to have this inter- 
changeability, and he would ask the 
House to allow an Act to be passed which 
would enable them to carry this into 
execution. They had instituted a svstem 
of sea-sorting on board the Atlantic 
liners, which would be found to give a con- 
siderable acceleration in the delivery oi 
letters. At the present time, however, it 
_was hardly perfected. The Cunard Com- 
pany had not, he believed, given their ad- 
hesion to the scheme, but he had no doubt 
whatever they would be able to come to 
terms with them and thus be able to 
accelerate the delivery of letters from 
America, 


One other matter might perhaps 
appealtohon, Members, It was the ques- 
tion of the use of motors in the Post 
Office service. He was glad to say thit 

every year seemcd to prove that we could 
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rely more and more on motor services for 
the purposes of delivery, especially of 
parcels. Perhaps the House would like 
to know that they had at the present 
moment motors running between London 
and Epping, London apd Redhill, Man- 
chester and Liverpool, Birmingham and 
Warwick, Birmingham and Worcester, 
Newcastle and Sunderland, and North- 
ampton and Hitchin, as well as between 
various district offices in London. 
Arrangemenis had also been made for 
motor services to Hastings, Brighton, and 
Eastbourne. In every single case the 
service had been reliable; it had been 
:iuch cheaper, and much faster. There 
was one other reform that hon. Members 
might have noticed, namely the facility 
of deposits not exceeding £1 at sight 
from the Post Office Savings Bank. 
There had been rather a cumbrous, and 
somewhat expensive, manner of dealing 
with these urgent withdrawals before. 
It had to be done by telegram, since by 
the ordinary method it might take three 
days to get a small amount out. He 
had changed that to this extent, that 
any person could now obtain any sum 
not exceeding £1 from any post office at 
once, subject of course to producing his 
Savings Bank book and establishing his 
identity. The book then had to be sent 
to London, being subsequently returned 
to the depositor by post. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY (Islington, 
N.): Is the Post Office responsible if it 
is paid to the wrong person ? 


Lorp STANLEY said he thought 
so. There was one other reform 
which, perhaps, he might mention, 
because it had been worked and 
most successfully carried out by 
officials in the Post Office. It was 
the complete revision and practical re- 


writing of the Post Office Guide. In the 
new guide, from which had _ been 


eliminated very much useless informa- 
tion, would be found all the information 
that could be reasonably expected in as 
concise apd corvenient a form as 
possible. Another reform had been the 
introduction of the penny post from this 
country to Australia. Australia was not 
able to meet them in the sime 
way as they met her, except to this 
extent. While we reduced our rate 
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to our domestic rate they reduced 
the rate to this country to the level 
ot their domestic rate of twopence. 
They gave a promise, however, that 
when their finances allowed, they would 
reduce the postage to the same amount 
as ours. It might interest hon. Members 
to see what effect the reduction of 
the rate had had. Taking the twelve 
weeks ending June 24th and October 
20th, 1904, the combined average 
for the two periods was 95,302 letters. 
The average for the twelve weeks ending 
June 23rd, 1905, was 111,794, or an increase 
in 1905 over 1904 of no less than 17°3 per 
cent. That, at all events, showed that 
what they had been able to do had 
appealed to many people in this country, 
and he could not help hoping it bad 
been of most advantage to the poor, 
enabling them to communicate with their 
friends abroad more frequently. 





Now he came to the Bradford Commit- 
iee, and he hoped the House would allow 
| him to put his case to the best of his 
| ability and as fully as he could. The 
| House must allow him to go back 
ito the beginning of this agitation. It 
began with applications in this House 
for a Parliamentary Committee to deal 
with the question of Post Office wages. 
It was refused by his right hon. friend the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer for 
reasons which he then considered ade- 
quate. and he felt perfectly certain that 
recent events would not have made him 
see any cause to differ from the opinion 





‘ he then expressed. He must be allowed 


to quote his words. 
30th, he said— 


“Thold as strongly as I have ever done that a 
House of Commons Committee is not a body 
for such aninquiry. No one can have a higher 
respect for this House or its reputation, and 
for the spirit which leads so many Gentlemen 
to give up so much time to public work, and 
it is therefore with no disrespect for the House 
of Commons or its Committee that [ repeat for 
inyself and my colleagues that we are unalter- 
ably opposed to anything in the nature ofa 
Select Committee of the House of Commons 
for a decision of this (nestion. Hon. Members 
know and it is no use blinking our eyes to, the 
amount of pressure which is brought to bear or 
is attempted to be brought to bear upon Mem- 
bers on both sides of the House by public 
servants and by Post Office servants especially, 
. . . and even if the machinery by which Select 
Committees are appointed were such as to 
enable us to secure a Select Committee com- 
posed of thoroughly impartial men who had com- 


Speaking on April 





mitted themselves by no expression of opinion 
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to one side or the other, I still think it would 
not be fair to pick out fifteen Members of this 
House and make them marked men for the 
pressure which is now exercised more or less 
over the whole Assembly.” 


That was the reason for which his right 
hon, friend rightly refused to give a 
Parliamentary Committee to inquire into 
these grievances, At the same time he 
recognised that there were certain 
anomalies which wanted looking into, 
and that there might be Certain points of 
hardship which ought to be met. With 
that view he appointed a Committee 
which was now known as the Bradford 
Committee to report to him, and to give 
him the benefit of their advice. Hon. 
Members and manv other people besides 
Icoked upon the constitution of this 
Committee as being that of an arbitration 
committee. and considered that the 
result should be accepted by both sides 
as an award which was final and con- 
conclusive. He must at once protest 
against any idea of this being considered 
as an arbitration committee, because to 
have an arbitration committee they must 
have both sides agreeing to it as such. 
In this case he hoped to be able to show 
that neither side looked upon it as an 
arbitration committee at all. His right 
hon. friend in suggesting a Committee 
said he would suggest a small body of 
men, he believed not more than five, of 
practical business experience who 
would consent to examine the scale 
of wages, and who would report for 
his advice and information as_ to 
whether they considered the wages 
adequate or not. Later in the debate 
the hon. Member for Battersea rather 
taunted him with by this means giving 
up his responsibility. His right hou, 
friend answered him in words conclu- 
sively showing that he did not think he 
would be bound definitely to accept any 
or all of the recommendations that 
might be made. The words he then 
used were— 

“T do not think a Minister of the Crown 
derogates from his own authority othe 
dignity of the House by seeking advice from 
those competent to give it. The course I 
oe gag to adopt will not lessen my respunsi- 
ility, but will enable me to come to a decision 
with the concurrence of the Treasury in the 
light of fuller information.” 


He was sanguine enough to think that 
the Committee would allow that as far 


Lord Stanley, 


{COMMONS} 


1356 


as his right hon. friend was concerned 
he did not look upon this as an arbitra- 
tion committee. But there was also the 
side of the postal employees to consider, 
and they had committed themselves, not 
only by the speeches of their leaders, but 
by various circulars and newspapers con- 
nected with their various associations. 
There could, at all events, be said to be 
no ambiguity about their language. The 
following paragraph in a circular sent 
round summed up the position of the 
Postal Telegraph Clerks’ Association in 
August, 1903— 

“With practical unanimity our Parliamen- 
tary friends advise, while readily admitting 
the incomplete nature of the inquiry and the 
objectionable constitution of the Committee, 
that we should give evidence.” 

This was the paragraph to which he 
intended to call attention— 

‘** We have accepted this advice, but we wish 
tomake it perfectly clear that we do not regard 
the Committee in any sense as an Arbitration 
Board, neither shall we relax our efforts to 
obtain a Parliamentary inquiry.” 
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Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field) : On behalf of the Post Office officials 
I accepted the Government’s proposal at 
the time. 


*Lorp STANLEY: Did the hon. Mem- 
ber accept it as an inquiry into the 
circumstances, or as an arbitration. 


Mr. BAYLEY: My opinion, and the 
opinion of the House, was that it was an 
arbitration to settle for the time being 
a difficult question and we were willing 
to support it for the time being. 


Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE (Hudders- 
field) : The words used were “ an impartial 
and judicial decision. ” 


*Lorp STANLEY said no doubt his 
right hon. friend would be quite willing 
to state his case. Undoubtedly the men 
in their circular said deliberately — 

* We have decided to accept this advice, but 


we wish to make it clear that we do not regard 
it as an arbitration committee.” 


Mr. BAYLEY: I spoke for the whole. 
*Lorp STANLEY said that the hon. 


Member for Derbyshire said he accepted 
it on behalf of them all as an arbitration- 
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Against that on May 8th, 1903, it was 
stated in the Telegraph Chronicle— 

“Tt was then decided that Mr. Bayley should 
state clearly that the Committee was unsatis- 
factory and would not be accepted as final.” 


Either one or the other was wrong. 
The Committee was formed. Hon. 
Members knew the composition of it. 
It was formed by his right hon. friend 
before he came into office, and he was 
asked whether or not he wished it to 
nroceed. He state| that a pledge 
having been given to the House he 
aaturally had no wish to depart from 
the course his right hon. friend had 
dopted. The Committe>, therefore, sat 
and reported, as the House knew. It 
would be as well if he pointed out the 
terms of reference to the Committee. 
They were— 

“To inquire into the scales of pay received 
hy the undermentioned classes of established 
Post Office servants and to report whether, 
having regard to the conditions of their em- 
ployment and to the rates current in other 
occupations, the reniuneration of certain 
specified classes is adequate. ” 


Surely if that meant anything it meant 
that the Committee should endeavour to 
ascertain the wages in other trades or 
employment correspo iding, or that could 
be said,to correspond, with the work of 
Post Office officials, and that the rates 
of wages should be compared with a 
view to seeing whether there was any 
failure on the part of the Post Office to 
pay its officials up t» the scale. He was 
bound to say at once that judging from 
one paper of their organisation—he 
would be perfectly fair—they dissoci- 
ated themselves from any idea that their 
wages should be compared with anybody 
else’s. In one of their periodicals, the 
Post of August 29th, 1903, it was stated— 


“Not only do we object to the composition 
of the Committee, but we take the strongest 
exception to its terms of reference. The inquiry 
as to whether our wages are adequate or other- 
wise becomes a farce if their adequacy is to be 
judged by the standard of wages of the open 
labour market. No such comparison would be 
reasonable or fair. ‘There is nu other employer 
who fixes his own prices or makes an annual 
profit of £4,000,000 sterling. There is no other 
class of work which can be compared to the 
Post Office work, neither any other employee 
who can be compared with the Post Office 
servants. . . . Surely Mr. Chamberlain does 
not think we shall regard such an inquiry as 
final. If he does, the sooner his mind is 
disabused the better.” 


VOL. CXLVIII. [Fourrs Series.) 
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Now the House would see that at all 
events the men did not wish their case 
to be made the sub ect of any comparison 
with outside employment. It was un- 
doubtedly clearly 1.id down by his right 
hon. frien 1 that such a comparison should 
be made, and it was on such a comparison, 
he bel'eved, that this House was entitled 
to judge of the amount which ought to 
be paid toits servants. The House would 
have noticed that, under the terms of 
reference, the comparison was absolutely 
essential. But the Committee did not 
see their way to carry out this part of 
the reference, for in paragraph 95 of the 
Report they say— 

‘*We have not seen our way to obtain anv 
specific figures as to the comparative rates of 
wages current in other occupations. So far as 
this portion of the reference to us, we came to 
the conclusion that no really useful purpose 
would be served by asking employers of labour 
to furnish precise details of the wages paid by 
them. Certain official information is already 
available, being obtained and published from 
time to time by the Board of Trade. This in- 
formation,supplemented by our ownexperience, 
affords more reliable data than any particulars 
we could hope to obtain in the way of evidence 
within the limits of an inquiry of reasonable 
duration.” 


Now he wished to be fair to both sides. 
They said that, but what he wished 
to know was what evidence? inthe Board 
of Trade Returns had they go¢ which 
would show that wages generally had 
steadily increased or that at the present 
moment there was a falling-off in the 
purchasing power of the ordinary daily 
wage of a workman. The Statistics 
as to the cost of living recently pub- 
lished by the Board of Trade showed 
that, while the cost of fuel and light 
had somewhat increased and rents had 
somewhat risen, 100 shillings would do in 
1900 the work which it took 120 shillings 
to do in 1882. [An Hon. MemBer: 
What about fiscal reform?] He had 
written to the members of the Committee 
who were employers of labour, asking 
whether they would be good enough to 
furnish him with statements of the’wages 
paid in their own businesses. In some 
cases he received no answer; and in 
others he was supplied with the most 
meagre returns; but, such as they were, 
they did not lead him to believe that a 
comparison between those wages and the 
wages paid to the Post Office servants 
would be unfavourable to the Post Office. 
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Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE asked | in what he might call comparable employ. 
whether the returns received by the ments outside, he was obliged to do 
noble Lord would be laid upon the Table. |so himself. He thought it would be 

|admitted that bank clerks were a better 

*Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir, they were | class of men and performed a better class 
given to me confidentially. 'of work than sorters and telegraphists ; 

/and yet he found that in some of the 

Sir JAMES WOCDHOUSE said that, London banks the unpromoted clerk did 
in accordance with the ruling of the not reach the maximum pay of the sorter 
Speaker the other day, any documents and telegraphist. The railway clearing- 
referred to by a Minister with a view to | house might certainly be compared with 
influencing the House must be laid on the central telegraph office. At twenty- 
the Table. | two years of age the telegraphist got £76 ; 

| the clearing-house cierk £70; at thirty “s1X 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): the telegraphist might reach the maxi- 
Is not this the rule, that, while a Minister | mum of £160; the clearing-house clerk 
may refer to a document, it is only when | | did not reach his maximum, £150, until 
he quotes from it that he is obliged to | he was fifty-six. He was permitted by 
lay it upon the Table ? | some of the railw ay companies to state 

| that telegraphists in their employment 

Tue CHAIRMAN: That is what I| never went beyond 35s. a week. The 
have always understood the rule to mean. | maximum wages of the Post Office tele- 

| graphist were, in London, 62s. per week, 

*Lorp STANLEY said hedid not rely and in the large provincial towns, 52s. to 
upon these communications; he with- | 56s. a week. The educational qualification 
drew his reference to them, and he asked | Of a certificated elementary school teacher 
the House to consider what he had said | Was very much higher than that which 

| was required of sorters and telegraphists ; 


about them as not having been said. | so 
The Bradford Committee further stated |@nd_ yet the male certificated teachers 


that they thought the Post Office servants | 9 London, if untrained, reached only 
were justified ‘in asking for more wages, | t© the same maximum as the sorters 
not onlv because of the arduousness of | 22d telegraphists, whilst those teachers 
their labours, but because of the social | Who were trained in colleges rose to 
position they occupied. That was a only £15 higher. The hours of teachers 
basis for a calculation of wages which he | were better; they had longer holidays ; 
could not accept for one moment. It but their position as regarded sick-leave 
meant that, though the Post Office paid and sick-pay was not as good. In Hull 
their servants well for the work they did, the highest grade of certificated teachers 
it should pay them extra for the social received £140, the Sorting clerks and 
position they obtained through being in telegraphists received £141; in Swansea 
the service of the State. The Committee | the comparative figures were £135 and 
went outside the terms of their reference | £136, and in Exeter £1530 and £136. The 
in recommending the creation of more | | only comparison which was not entirely 
higher posts—without taking evidence of | Upon his side was that with the clerks 
any sort or kind on the matter—for which | 10 the cable companies, who were paid 
there was no work, in order simply to | more than the Post Office cable-room 
increase the prospects of promotion. For operators ; but in the case of the 
instance, in one department the reform cable companies’ operators the work 
scheme of the Committee would mean an| 8S more arduous and there was 
increase of the overseers from 250 to 9¢0, | liability to be sent abroad at any moment. 
He thought he was justified in refusing He had, however, granted an increase 
to accept such a recommendation as being of pay to the cable-room operators. 
outside the terms of reference to the Compositors had also been cited in com- 
Committee. parison, but he found from the Board of 
Trade Returns that their average pay 

As the Committee had instituted no | was about the same as that of sorting 
comparison between the wages paid to | clerks and telegraphists, and that 5 per 
Post Office servants and the wages paid | cent. were always out of work, The 
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Post Office employee was never out of 
work, and received pension. sia@-pay and 
leave on full pay, which were never given 
to the compositor. That constituted a 
great benefit and put him on a higher 
standard of pay than was given to the 
compositor in London. 


He now came to the postmen. 
In their interview with him, there were 
two classes with whom the pos‘men wished 
to make comparison—sorting clerks and 
telegraphists and bank messengers, The 
comparison with sorting clerks and tele- 
graphists was rather amusing, because 
the first thing the sorting clerk said was 
that nothing would induce him to accept 
the wage given to a mere postman, and 
if the latter’s pay was put up to the 
former’s, it would immediately be neces- 
sary to increase the pay of the sorting 
clerk. He had got particulars with 
regard to bank messengers. As a 
matter of fact, he thought the bank 
messenger Was really a higher class, and 
had more responsibility than any post- 
man, corresponding rather to the over- 
seer; but he found that, except in 
one or two exceptional cases, the bank 
messengers had not got so high a 
maximum as the postman, More than 
that, a bank messenger was bound to 
find security before he was engaged. As 
regards the police, the comparison 
was slightly in support of the postmen’s 
contention ; but he would ask the 
House to realise the difference in the 
circumstances of employment of police- 
men and postmen and the difference 
between the requirements which the Post 
(Office exacted and those demanded 
by the Commissioner of Police. The 
London police had to he 5ft. 9in. in 
height, whereas the Post Office took men 
at Sit. 4in.; and each year more than ' 
2,700 policemen were injured by being | 
assaulted in the discharge of their duties, 
which did not fall to the postmen’s lot. 
Again, in the jast four years there were 
3,087 candidates, of whoni 2,519 were 
qualified in every respect, for 695 places 
as learners, or more than four to one 
for every vacant post, and the applicants 
knew perfectly well what the conditions 
were. Therefore, it could not be said 
that on the part of the public at large 
there was that distrust as to the proper 
payment of the Post Office employees 


{6 JuLy 1905} 


Depts, Estimates, 1905-6. 1362 


which they were to understand existed. 
The Committee said that it appeared to 
them that the adequacy of the terms now 
obtained must be tested by the number 
|and character of those who offered, by 
the capacity they showed on trial, and 
finally by their contentment. The Com- 
mittee found that there was no lack of 
suitable candidates, from whom the best 
were selected on examination. The supply 
ran short only during the South African 
War, and that mainly in the industrial 
centres. Further, there was no complaint 
as to their capacity, but that there 
was widespread discontent. If they had 
as many mcn as they wanted, of the right 
quality, was it not putting a premium on 
discontent if they said the only thing 
which justified giving them an increase in 
their wages was the existence of that 
discontent ? 


Briefly summarised, what had been 


done by the recent revision in 
increasing the wages of Post Office 


officials had been as follews:—In Lon- 
don, male sorters and telegraphists, a 
shilling per week increase in the mini- 
mum to 10); age increase of 3s. a week 
at 5 for 5,000; higher maximum for 
1,100; and additions of 2s. 6d. a week 
for 280 men engaged in working telegraph 
circuits direct to the Continent. As 
to provincial sorting clerks and _ tele- 
graphists, an improved minimum of ls. a 
week had been given to 450; an age 
increase at 25, varying from 2s. 6d. to Is. 
a week, had been given to 6,300; an 
improvement in the maximum to 350; 
and 2s. a week addition for twenty 
men engaged in working direct wires to 
the Continent. In the case of postmen 
in London, 200 had received an increase 
at the minimum of Is. a week; 1,500 
had had their pay increased by various 
amounts; 600 had been benefited by a 
concession as to the minimum rate of 
pay at twenty-five years and over In 
the provinces, 800 postmen had had an 
improvement in the minimum of ls. a 
week; 3,100 had benefited by various 
amounts under the concession as to 
counting unestablished service; 4,600 
had benefited under the age minimum, 
and 4,700 by animproved maximum. In 
the past the scale of pay had been based 
mainly on the amount of work done at 
the particular office, but he had decided 
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that the cost of living in the particular | 


neighbourhood should also be taken into 
account. He did not think the recom- 
mendations of the Bradford Committee 
for a scale based on the population in 


different areae was at all satisfactory, be- 


cause the cost of living varied in towns of 
the same size, and he had determined to 
have a complete revision of all the scales 
in connection with the various towns of 
this country, taking into account the 
cost of living, and he hoped to announce 
alterations shortly, Hon. Members 
sympathised with the case of the rural 
postmen who suffered hardship in having 
a lower scale of wages than the town post- 
man, although starting from the town. 
He had changed that, and the rural post- 
men starting from towns were now on pre- 
cisely the same scale as the town postmen. 


He had also improved the condition 
of other rural postmen, hitherto on a 
fixed wage, by increasing that wage, 
and at the same time, in order to give 
them an incentive to do good work, had 
placed them on a scale by which they 
could rise to a higher wage. The total 
of the ultimate benefit would be—in 
London, 10,700 sorters and telegraph- 
ists would receive £54,000; 7,500 post- 
men £26,600; and in the provinces, 
15,600 sorting clerks and telegraphists 
£61,800 ; 29,500 postmen, £94,500; 800 
members of the superv'sing force £7,000, 
and 14,100 men in smaller classes plus 
additional cost for extra duty, Sunday 
pav. ete.. for the whole of the staff, 
£128,400 per annum. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
Will the noble Lord say anything about 
women clerks ¢ 


*Lorp STANLEY said the _ total 
number was 78,200 persons, who would 
receive an ultimate benefit of £372,300 
a year. Of female sorting clerks and 
telegraphists there were about 2.000 in 
London and 1,800 in the provinces who 
would ultimately benefit. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): Is that increase this year or next 
year ? 


*LorD STANLEY said that would be 


the ultimate increase when the whole 


Lord Stanley. 
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scheme was at work. There were 42,900 
persons who were receiving an immediate 
increase of £224,400. As regarded iemale 
labour, 3,800 women would ultimately 
receive £7 800 a year. 

He had endeavoured to show to the best 
of his ability that the Committee was not 
an arbitration committee; he had made 
the comparison which he thought ought 
to be made between the wages of Post 
Office emplovees and the wages of those 
in outside employment; and he had 
endeavoured to show by the figures he 
had last read out that he had at all 
events done something—he believed all 
that should be asked—to rectify any 
shortcomings there might be. But he 
wou'd ask the House just to consider 
what was going to be the end of all 
these demands. This was really a 
question worthy of consideration on 
both sides of the House. What were 
the demands on the public purse for 
this particular office? It would be 
within the recollection of the Committee 
that at a deputation to his right hon. 
friend and himself one of the men stated 
that he thought the whole of the 
£4,000,000 profit, as he regarded it, 
made by the Post Office employees, 
ought to be devoted to the payment of 
those employees. 


An HON. MEMBER: He withdrew 
that. 


*Lorp STANLEY: No; that man 
made a deliberate statement, not on 
his own account, but as representing a 
particular section or organisation in 
the Department. It was repudiated by 
others present, but it was not the case 
that the man who made the statement 
withdrew it, because on January 28th 
he wrote a letter in which he not only 
did not withdraw the statement but 
justified it. The concluding paragraph 
of that letter was one of which the 
Committee might well take note— 

“‘ There is only one valid reason which can be 
urged against the whole of the £4,000,000 being 
now paid to Post Office workers, their lack 
of ability to spend the money usefully. But 
this should not discourage us.” 


That surely was a large demand. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 


You have not got a sense of humour. 
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*Lorp STANLEY said the demands 
made by employees generally before the 
Bradtord Committee, with the pay of all 
the supervising classes raised in proportion, 
would have meant the payment from the 
Exchequer of no less than £2,500,000 a 
year. He was entitled to ask when was 
this to cease. Hon. Members knew 
better than he how they were being 
bombarded with applications from Post 
Office employees and other classes of 
Civil servants for increases of wages. 
This had taken a form which was not 
illegal, but which he could not help 
thinking was an abuse of their rights, viz., 
the form of a political threat. They had 
circulated an appeal in which they ex- 
pressed very clearly and very frankly 
their intention, and it was one of which 
the Committee would have to take note 
now or it would be much worse in the 
future. They said— 

“Two-thirds at least of one political Party 
are in great fear of losing their seats. The 
swing of the pendulum is against them, and any 
Member who receives forty or fifty such letters 
will under present circumstances have to con- 
siler very seriously whether on this question 
he can afford to go into the wrong lobby. This 
is taking advantage of the political situation.” 

It was indeed, but it was abusing, as it 
seemed to him, their rights as voters. It 
was nothing more nor less than blackmail. 
Itw as nothing more nor less than asking 
Members to purchase votes for them- 
selves at the general election at the 
expense of the public Exchequer. Both 
sides would have to make up their minds 
that some means should be devised by 
which there should not be this continual 
blood-sucking on the part of the public 
servants. How it was to be done was not 
for him to say, but he had suggested, 
and he still thought, that there would have 
to be some organisation outside Party 
politics altogether, and unconnected with 
and unmoved by Parliamentary and 
political considerations, to whom such 
questions should be referred and by whom 
an impartial opinion should be given. 


An HON. MEMBER: 
Committee. 


The Bradford 


*Lorp STANLEY said the Bradford 
Committee was hardly the kind of body 
which he should call a permanent Com- 
mittee to whom these questions ought 
to be referred. That, he thought, was 
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what, sooner or later, would have to be 
done. 


He wanted now rather to anti- 
cipate a request that would probably be 
made by hon. Members opposite—that 
he should appoint a Parliamentary Com- 
mittee. To that request he would have 
to give a negative reply, and he would say 
plainly why. In the first place, there was 
that paragraph of his right hon. friend’s, 
speech which he read out at the begin- 
ning of the discussion, which showed very 
clearly what pressure he anticipated 
would be brought upon any Members 
who might have to deal with these 


questions. Nothing had happened 
since that was written to make any 
Member of the House think that 
his right hon. friend’s opinion on 


that point was not perfectly justi- 
fied. In the evidence given before the 


Committee would be found the whole 
of the men’s case and their demands as 
clearly as could be wished, and anybody 
studying that evidence was as competent 
to judge of the situationas any member ofa 
Select Committee could be. There was also 
a personal point to which he might refer, 
viz., that to appoint a Committee would 
be to place upon its shoulders a burden 
of responsibility that ought to be borne 
by the Minister in charge of the Depart- 
ment. Whatever the Committee might 
say or recommend it was to that Minister 
alone, with the consent of his colleagues, 
that the responsibility would belong. Ifhe 
might use a colloquialism which expressed 
his meaning better than any other words, 
he would say that he was not afraid of 
taking the responsibility of running his 
own show himself, and he would not put 
upon fifteen other Members any responsi- 
bility which he, personally, was afraid to 
bear. He had considered the Report and 
the evidence, and had done what he 
thought ought to be done to rectify 
shortcomings. He stood responsible for 
that and was not afraid of his responsi- 
bility. He asked the Committee to 
approve the action he had taken. He 
might have taken the easy course of 
accepting the Committee’s Report or 
appointing a Committee of this House, 
but, although that might have been 
popular, it would not, in his opinion, have 
been a straight course to adopt. He had 
done what he believed to be fair, just, 
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Office employees, and he trusted that the 
Committee would think that, while he 
had done his best for the employees, 
he had not been unmindful of the interests 
of the employer—the British taxpayer. 


‘:Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) 
said he rose to move the reduction of this 
Vote which stood in his name for the 
purpose of drawing attention to the 
numerous grievances of long-standing 
connected with the postal service. In 
doing so he should devote himself to the 
general aspect of the case, leaving it to 
hon. Members who followed him in the 
debate to deal with the different classes 
for whom they would speak. First of all 
he would briefly state how the case had 
arrived at its present position. The 
postal servants had for many years 
complained of the conditions under which 
they performed their duties, and, as far 
back as the year 1881, an amelioration 
was proposed when Mr. Fawcett was 
Postmaster-General, but it was never 
carried out. Nine years later, under 
the Postmaster-Generalship of Mr. Raikes, 
a scheme was brought forward which the 
Treasury refused to sanction, and it was 
ultimately only partially carried out. 
As a result of that there was a demand for 
a Parliamentary Committee of inquiry, 
but that demand had never been granted. 
In the year 1895, owing to the growth both 
of these grievances and the agitation, 
they had the Departmental Committee, 
known as the Tweedmouth Committee, 
appointed, but, owing to the fact that 
that Committee was somewhat restricted 
in its inquiry, in the year 1897 it was 
followed by the Norfolk-Hanbury Com- 
mittee. At that time he declared that 
no good could result from it because it 
was not the class of Committee which the 
Post Office servants demanded, nor could 
they have any confidence in any other 
Committee except a Parliamentary Com- 
mittee, seeing that every other kind 
of Committee had failed. He was right 
in that contention, and in May, 1903, the 
late Postmaster-General, whilst com- 
bating the proposal to grant a Parliamen- 
tary Committee of inquiry, declared 
his intention of granting what he was 
pleased to call a business Committee, 
composed of members from outside 
this House, and he especially asked 


Lord Stanley. 
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for this class of Committee, giving several 
reasons. Prominent amongst those 
reasons were two—namely, that such a 
Committee would be free from the 
suspicions of undue influence, and, further- 
more, that it would report rapidly and 
enable him to put matters right. At the 
time, he condemned this Committee 
from his place in the House, because he 
contended that there was no honest 
belief on the part of the Government 
in the existence of those grievances 
amongst the postal officials, and conse- 
quently, there was no strenuous desire 
upon their part to investigate and deal 
with them; and secondly, he contended 
that it could not be dealt with more 
rapidly by an outside Committee than by 
a Committee of this House. 


As regarded what had been said 
about undue influence, his contention 
was that so long as_ the postal 
officials, or should he say the mem- 
bers of the Civil Service, and for that 
matter the members of the fighting 
services, were allowed to maintain a 
vote, they had precisely the same rights 
as all other voters in the country to 
exercise their fullest influence in the 
defence of their rights, privileges, and 
interests. He might mention that all 
classes of all communities, all professions, 
all trades, all combinations of individuals, 
such as anti-vaccinationists and so forth, 
had invariably used their utmost pressure 
in defence of their interests and views 
upon Members of the House. It might 
be said that Civil servants occupied 
a totally different position. That he 
fully admitted, but what had they seen 
of recent years? Not a tendency to 
deny the constitutional rights of voting 
to these classes, but, on the contrary, 
to extend them. Within the _ last 
twenty years his hon. friend the 
Member for Manchester and others had 
succeeded in obtaining the franchise for 


no fewer than 40,000 members of 
the police throughout the country. 
If it was the desire and wish of 


the people of this country, and of 
the taxpayers, to enter into such an 
arrangement with their Civil servants 
and fighting forces that they should enter 
them upon the understanding that they 
were to be deprived to a certain extent 


of their civil rights, that was another 
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question, but it did not apply to the | The Bradford Report was rejected on the 


present Case. 


As to the question of the Com- 
mittee dealing more speedily with this 


question than the Members of the House, | 


| . . 1 . 
: : : ittee 
his contention had again proved accurate. | ©” ON side this Report of s Comm 


‘appointed by the Government them- 


This Committee was promised in May, 
1903, and consequently it had taken more 


than two years since the Committee was | : é 
some other matters, and in the same way 


promised, nearly two years since it was 
appointed, nearly a year since the Com- 
mittee reported, of which as much as 
three months was consumed in the 
printing of the Report. Therefore, he 
thought he was fully justified in saying 
that the Government had no faith in 
the existence of those grievances, and that 
they had no desire to deal with the 
question, and, in fact, all they wanted was 
to gain time and feed the postal em- 
ployees upon vain hope. This Committee 
had inquired into one.class of grievance, 
and one class only—namely, the question 
of the rates of wages, leaving absolutely 
untouched several other great questions 
such as civil rights, hours of employment, 
promotion, the sanitary condition of 
the buildings in which the work was done, 
special leave, sick leave, and holidays. 
Those were all questions of which for years 
the postal employees had had reason 
to complain. None of those questions 
uad been dealt with by this outside 
Committee of business men, and he, per- 
sonally, had condemned that Committee 
from the outset. 


When this Report appeared it 
was rejected by the  Postmaster- 
General, and upon what grounds ? 


It was rejected upon the grounds that the | 
Committee had not adhered to its terms | 


of reference. 


He only needed to quote a | 


paragraph from the Report which showed | 


the view which the Committee took, 
and to his mind rightly took, in regard 
to this matter. He wished to point out 
again that. at the time this Committee 
was proposed, he stated in th: House 
that the going outside of th» House for 


business men was a distinct slight upon | 
the Members of th: House, as if there) 


were not as brilliant and successful busi- 
ness men in the House of Commons as 
outside of it! 


ground that the terms of reference were 
not complied with. In his opinion that 
was a quibble, and it was a despicable 
quibble, and it was a means of thrusting 


selves. The Government had treated 
this in the same way as they had treated 


as they had treated the late distinguished 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, who, at the 
behest of the Government, attempted 
to bring in a form of Home Rule by a 
side wind, and when he failed to pull 
the chestnuts out of the fire they dropped 
him just as they were now dropping the 
Report of this Committee. He again 
asserted that it was simply a quibble, 
and a despicable quibble, and his justi- 
fication for that statement was to be 
found in page 19, in which the Committee 
stated — 

‘““ We have not seen our way to obtain any 
specific evidence as to the comparative rates 
of wages current in other occupations. So 
far as regards this portion of the reference to us, 
we came to the conclusion that no really useful 
purpose would be served by asking employers 
of labour to furnish precise details of the wages 
paid by them. Certain official information is 
already available, being obtained and published 
from time to time by the Board of Trade. This 
evidence, supplemented by our own experience, 
affords more reliable data than any particulars 
we could hope to obtain in the way of evidence 
within the limits of an inquiry of reasonable 
duration. 

‘* Moreover, it is difficult to make any valid 
comparison between a national postal service 
and any form of private industrial employment, 
the entire conditions being necessarily so 
different ; payment by results and promotion 
and dismissal according to the will of the em- 
ployer, being inapplicable, if not impossible, 
under the State.” 


And yet the Postmaster-General 
brushed aside the whole evidence of that 
Committee and made it a charge aganst 
them that they had failed to comply with 
the terms of reference. How strange it 
was, aS some writer had said, that men 
would stoop to do in their collective or 
corporate capacity things which they 
would scorn to do as individuals. He 
would give an illustration which he knew 


would appeal to the noble Lord. What 
Furthermore, there were | 
mei in this House who, in addition to | 


would the noble Lord think of a great 
landowner, who for years had had diffi- 


business qualifications, enjoyed the esteem | culties with his tenantry in connection 
and confidence of the public outside. | with the question of a reduction of rent, 








end having combated the proposal to 
refer the matter to a Committee of sur- 
rounding landowners, did eventually 
agree to refer the matter to a Committee 
of expert land agents in the immediate 
vicinity ; and if, when this Committee 
reported in favour of an all round re- 
duction of rent, averaging 15 per cent., 
the landlord in question declared, “ Oh, 
I have myself investigated this matter, 
and I have decided upon a reduction of 
5 per cent.”” He was sure the noble Lord 
opposite would agree with him when he 
said that if that landlord’s tenantry 
went to him in a body and gave notice to 
quit, the noble Lord would be the first 
man to say, “Serve him right ;” and if 
that landowner happened to live in 
Lancashire, wherever farmers were 
gathered together, either for business or 
for pleasure, the language which would 
be used to describe the conduct of that 
particular landlord would lose nothing 
either in volume or in force. 


The noble Lord asked them to take 
him as an authority on the wages question 
in preference to such men as the Commis- 
sioner of the Metropolitan Police, the 
director of a great railway, a great ship- 
owner, and the managing directors of two 
of the largest and most important com- 
mercial concerns in this country. If the 
noble Lord expected them to do that, 
then he must have an _ exaggerated 
opinion of his own knowledge and 
experience in this matter of the rate 
of wages, and he must have also a 
very limited idea of the common sense 
of hon. Members of that House. 
But he was sure the noble Lord did not 
expect them to do anything of the kind. 
He yielded to no one in admiration of 
the many admirable qualities of the 
noble Lord. Among those qualities he 
would put cordiality, courtesy, and 
sound common sense. Therefore, the 
noble Lord did not expect them to 
accept him as an authority on the wages 
question, over and above the five 
gentlemen whose names he had referred 
to. But the noble Lord had no faith 
even in the scheme he himself proposed, 
because on January 12th, speaking to a 
deputation, he said— 

“T do not pretend for one minute that I 
expect that in stating thus generally what the | 


Government are prepared to do you will think | 
I am right in whatIam doing. I quite expect, 


Captain Norton. 
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and I am sure not without reason. that you 
will endeavour, by all legitimate means, to get 
a further increase, but I am also sure that any 
action you take will be temperate.” 

He (Captain Norton) would ask what 
was the noble Lord’s object in bringing 
forward this scheme of his if he did not 
believe in its efficiency ? 


Lorp STANLEY: This was said to 
the men themselves. I was_ perfectly 
right from the point of view of the em- 
plover. I said that probably the em- 
plovees would not think so. 

Captain NORTON said the noble 
Lord went on to say— 

‘*T am also sure that in any action you take 
you will be temperate.” 

Quite so, and if theaction of the postal 
officials had not only been temperate 
but abundantly temperate, as he had 
over and over again stated, if they had 
ever crossed the border of discipline he 
would certainly not be their spokesman in 
the House, but would be speaking against 
them. But there was not the smallest 
shadow of doubt that they would con- 
tinue, as all their associations had 
pledged themselves to do, this agitation 
and this demand, because they were 
fully justified in appealing, like all other 
classes of workmen, if he might use the 
word, from the management to the 
employer; that was to say, from the 
Government to the Members of the 
House of Commons, who were the 
representatives and the protectors of 
the taxpayer here, and who, in their 
turn, would be responsible to the tax- 
payers. 

They talked of threats on the part of 
a certain limited number of postal 
Officials. Why, the idea was _prepos- 
terous. Had not every hon. Member 
the power of appealing to the tax- 
payers, and did he not frequently do 
it against any particular part of the 
taxpayers who sought to deal unfairly 
by his fellows. But the fact was that 
the public were now fully convinced of 
the justice of the claims of the postal 
officials. How did the man in the 
street look at this question? He said 
that the present Government had been 
in power some ten years. At the be- 
ginning they were able to give thousands 
of pounds in doles to their political 
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supporters. 
not thousands but scores of millions on 
a disgraceful and mismanaged war. 
They had been so negligent of their 


duties that they had allowed the 
taxpayers to be swindled by con- 
tractors out of millions. It had 


been conclusively proved by the Com- 
mittees that had sat that there had 
been deficiencies in the War Office 
accounts amounting to millions. Some- 
body must be responsible for that, and, 
while these millions had been lost from 
want of sufficient care on the part of 
the Government, they denied to the 
permanent servants of the State a 
living wage. The public realised that 
and they were on the side of the postal 
officials, and, therefore, they might 
continue the agitation in a temperate 
manner because the public were cou- 
vinced of the justice of their cause. 

Now, with reference to what he sup- 
posed would be known as the Stanley 
modified scheme, he said it had one merit, 
and one merit only. That was, that it 
was cheap. But, on the other hand, it had 
one demerit, and that was a very im- 
portant demerit. It was justice long 
delayed, and still being denied. There- 
fore he condemned it. Perhaps some 
might doubt that statement. Let him 
read again from the Bradford Committee 
teport. paragraph 22— 

“There are points in this scale at which 
we think improvements might be made. For 
example, it has been urged upon us with some 
force. and much evidence has been put forward 
to show, that the minimum wage is not a living 
wage and that great temptations beset young 
men who are left to support themselves unaided 
on an insufficient salary, also that the scale 
is insufficient to enable sorters to support a wife 
and family at a reasonable age.” : 
# Well, in spite of this under payment, 
aggravated by the general rise in wages 
and prices to which the Committee had 
also alluded, there had not been anv 
insubordination or any inefficiency on the 
part of the postal officials. On the con- 
trary, if they read the Bradford Report, 
they would find that their superiors, 
overand over again, spoke in the highest 
terms of the way in which they had done 
their work, Now, he asked, would any 
other body,-more especially such a large 
body as these, outside the public service, 
have behaved in this admirable manner ? 


Was it not a tribute, and a very high | 
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They were able to squander tribute, to the excellent qualities of our 


public servants? He asked would the 
coal-miners of this country have patiently 
laboured under the disadvantages. under 
which these men had laboured ? Would 
they, if Committee after Committee had 
met the employers, and if time after time 
they had been foiled, still continue to do 
their work? Let those hon. Members 
who said that they represented the coal- 
miners in this House answer if he was 
right or not. He said it would not have 
been tolerated for one moment. He said 
it was their duty, as Members of the 
House and representatives of the tax- 
payers, to see that these officials were 
given at least a living wage. The demand 
he made to the House was that these men 
should have their case—not simply the 
case of wages alone, but all their griev- 
ances, the whole category of them— 
fully placed before a Parliamentary Com- 
mittee of inquiry. Let that Parlia- 
mentary Committee of inquiry decide. 
There had been inquiries since 1881, and 
they had all failed to give satisfaction in 
regard to the grievances of the men. 
Here, now, this last Committee of outside 
men, totally unbiassed in every way, 
and who might be thought rather against 
the men than for them—these men had 
proved abundantly that the postal ser- 
vants had been underpaid and that they 
had many grievances. He said at least 
that since the Government would not 
accept the dictum of their own Committee 
they should grant a Parliamentary Com- 
mittee of inquiry. He was not alone in 
making this demand. More than forty 
Members on the opposite side had, on two 
occasions when approaching the Post- 
master-General on deputations, declared 
it to be only—he forgot the exact words— 
just and right that the matter should 
be immediately attended to. This was 
the case that he had to lay before the 
Committee, and he did it with much con- 
fidence, feeling that there were Members 
on the other side of the House who, at 
any rate, had some independence, and 
who placed the matter of justice above a 
Party vote. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.), 
in supporting the Amendment, said he 
had the advantage of knowing for more 
than twenty years, during which he had 
been in this House, somewhat intimately 


. 
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the details of this controversy. He was 
bound to say that so far from deserving 
some of the reflections which had been 
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|of injustice to which they had been so 


| 
| 
| 
| 


made on the conduct of the service and | 


the imputation of their having exercised a 
most unjust and undue pressure—because 
that had been alleged—during that time he 


had seen much reason to admire their con- | 


sistently constitutional conduct. He, at 
any rate, did not forget that when a strike, 
a few years ago, was very imminent, they 
were good enough to accept the advice 
given them by Members of this House, in- 
cluding himself, and to prefer the public 
convenience and interest to the assertion 
of what they then belived, as they believed 
to-day, to be their just rights. Whatever 
objection there might be to a Parliamen- 
tary Committee it had at least to be re- 
membered that they had always said 
they would accept and abide by its deter- 
mination, and that it would be a verdict 
of their own employers, possibly with 
some very slight representation of those 
who more particularly represented the 
labour interest in the House. He thought 
that that had been a reasonable and just 
attitude. And what was the House 
to do unless something of that sort 
was adopted. The Tweedmouth Com- 
mittee made confusion worse confounded. 
Classification, and all other questions were 
discussed, but they were by no means 
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long subjected. This discontent had often 
been denied by Ministers in the House. He 
had heard it said constantly that it did 
not exist among the servants as a whole, 
but he read in this Report a passage which 
he thought might be taken as conclusive, 
that there “ was widespread discontent” 


arising from just and real grievances, 


settled, and now they were tod to-day 


that a Committee which was heralded 
with certainty of practical success had 
been set on one side. What tribunal 
was there left but the House of Commons ? 


Could this House determine the questions | 


of detail which had been put before the 


Committee to-day / Only through a 
Committee. And yet, after all, as repre- 


senting both employers and employed, 
this House was a tribunal even superior 
to the Minister himself. 
the responsibility of determining justly 


the question which had produced chronic | 
discontent, born, in his opinio , of | 


injustice and inequitably low wages, 


which was proved by the fact that at the | 
point of the bayonet and at long intervals | 
those injustices had been partially, but | 


only very partially, redressed. To-day 
what his noble friend had proposed was 
not, of course, a free gift to the Post Office 
servants. It was justice to the men, 
or gross injustice to the taypayer. 


if it was justice it only showed the measure | It was twice approved. 


Sir Albert Rollit, 


It must assume | 


He put it to the Committee whether, 
after existing for nearly twenty years, 
it Was a proper economic position, whether 
it was safe and in the interest of the 
State, that this discontent should continue, 
whether it should be dealt with by 
patchwork proposals, one after anothcr, 
or whether it was not a wise and business- 
like course which animated the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to submit 
the question to a business tribunal, and 
settle it so far as possible for some time. 
He still thought business men in this 
House could, would, and might deal with 
it with perfect safety. 


He had said the Post Office servants 
had been underpaid, and there was 
never any economy in underpaid or ill- 
fed labour. He had heard interjections 
to-day and read in the papers about 
medical attendance and the like, and 
again he should like to refer to the 
Report of the Committee which had 
been investigating closely and in detail all 
these points. That Report said, taking 
into account the advantages and dis- 
advantages of the service, the medical aid 
—medical aid which, he would remind the 
Committee, had so often been rendered 
necessary by bad sanitation of post and 
public offices and the like, was not an 
/unmixed benefit to the service. The 
Committee found that these additional 
| aids were counter-balanced by many 
considerations which belonged to a 
service in which the employees had 
no right to barter for their wages, but 
in which the wages were arbitrarily fixed 
by the employing Department, and _pen- 
sions were really only contingent de- 
ferred pay. Therefore, they might dismiss 
that incidental consideration. The main 
| point for discussion to-day was, after all, 
the attitude of his noble friend towards 
| the Report of the Committee of his own 
| choice and of his own appointment. He 


But | could not get away from that cardinal fact. 


It was appointed 
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by the late Postmaster-General, the 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and that Committee, hoping ultimately 
to meet with approval, went to the noble 
Lord and asked him to endorse it, which 
he did. It was his own Cesar to whom 
he had appealed, and having appealed to 
Cesar he brushed him aside, treated him 
with great indignity, and said he would 
have his own will and way. He did not 
know what other Members might say ordo, 


but of course the noble Lord was setting | 


up a lay Cesar only to knock him down 
whea he talked of this being an Arbitra- 
tion Committee. One could not divest the 
Minister of responsibility and fix it upon. 
arbitrators. What could be said 
that when a Minister appointed a Com- | 
mittee, as the Chancellor of the Ex- | 
chequer did—‘ to strengthen his hands’’— 
he could not afterwards say with any 
reasonable fairness that he would have 
no regard for it, or brush it aside. 
He put it to the Committee whether 
the noble Lord as 
was not bound to have a 
regard to the Report of a Committee of 
his own appointing which had gone 


a Minister was or | 
full and fair | 
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| 


| 





Was | 
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not be complete by any means, and if not 
complete would probably be misleading. 
If they had done that, the inquiry would 
probably have been going on now. 
His only doubt was whether the Post 
Office would not have been pleased rather 
than sorry -{ it had been so, for there had 
been long delays before that Report was 
published. There had been hopes and 
anticipations on the part of the men. 
It took months to print and to consider 
it, and iv was only produced at the very 
fag end of the session when it was 
impossible to discuss it. He wanted 
to point out here that in all his obser- 
vations in his speeches on appointing the 
Committee there was no word to indicate 


(on the part of the Chancellor of the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


fully into the complex, intricate, and | 


technical details which this 


could not hope to unravel. 
What was the origin of the Com- 
mittee? It was dictated to the postal 


House | 


Exchequer to the Committee that he 
expected they would inquire into the 
wages and conditions of other trades. 
He thought that was a significant 
circumstance, unless the reproach now 
laid upon the Committee was in reality 
an afterthought. 


Lorp STANLEY: I do not quite 
understand what the hon. Member means 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer never 
thinking that this Committee would not 


inquire into the wages paid in other 


service and no representative of the | 


The Chan- 


employees was put on it. 


cellor of the Exchequer in appointing | 
‘| the Chancellor in heralding his Com- 


it said— 

“[ have come to the conclusion that the 
wazes which postal employees receive are not 
in all respects satisfactory. My hands will be 
strengthened by the practical and business 
knowledge and experience which I can find 
from this impartial and independent tribunal. 
They will report for my information, and the | 
plain question I put to them is: ‘Are the 
wages of the Post Office servants adequate or 
not.’ ” 


That was the plain issue that was left 
to the Committee by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. There was another sig- 
uificant word which he used, waich be- 
came very material when considering the 
action of this Committee, when the right | 
hon. Gentleman said th»re must be a limit | 
to inquiry for it must not be interminable, 





| mittee, 


trades. 


*Str ALBERT ROLLIT said he did 
not say that or refer to the reference 
itself. He said in all the observations of 


about their business experi- 
ence and knowledge and impartiality 
and independence, and strengthening 
his hands, he never said any word in his 
speech itself about his expectation that 
there would be a roving inquiry into 
other trades. 


What happened? The staff, what- 
'ever they feared, loyally gave evi- 
dence. The Leader of the Opposition 


| said the other night that it was the duty 
'of the Department to see that its case 
| was properly put before the Committee. 


The Committee themselves asked for the 
Post Office case and the present Secretary 
of the Treasury, Sir George Murray, the 


If there had beer a roving Com- | Comptrollers, and others, attended and 
mission into all trades it would act | gave their evidence as to the effect of any 
as was shown by the noble Lord, for the | proposals the Committee might make. 
replies he received from employers would | This Committee had done more than 
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most Committees. It visited the General 
Post Office, came into contact with the 
staff, visited the Central Telegraph Office, 
went down to Liverpool and other 
provincial places, and saw how the 
work was going on and even travelled, 
through one of its members, on the North- 
Western mail car from Rugby to London 
to see even the details of dealing with 
letters in transit. Surely that was some 
reason for confidence in the Committee’s 
Report. It heard matters in public and 
in the presence of the Press and heard 
all classes for and against this Report. 


What did the Committee find ; because, 
after all, that was the main point— 
whether their findings could be reasonably 
justified, remembering that they had 
seen the witnesses and examined the 
circumstances. They found that in the 
younger classes the minimum wage was 
not a living wage. Was that the basis 
upon which a young man was to com- 
mence his life? Was it the basis on 
which he was to meet the temptations of 
early life ¢ Was that the basis on which 
he was to enter upon marriage? If 
that finding was true, it was destructive 
to the system which had prevailed in 
relation to this matter up to the present 
time. He believed the Committee, after 
full investigation, said that there should 
be some substantial increase, and let 
not the Committee be mislead into 
thinking that these were generalities. 
He had the Report, which, with its appen- 
dices, was full of the most intimate details 
touching each class — sorters, tracers, 
telegraphists—and the subject had been 
threshed out thoroughly. 


Then they were told that this would 
cost something. Of course it would cost 
something. That was the measure of the 
injustice, for there had been injustice. 
He knew the noble Lord was chivalrous, 
and he shared to the utmost what had 
been said about him, but he did not 
think that in quoting one uneconomic 
individual, a Mr. Young, who did say 
that the net revenues of the Post Office 
should go to the employees—an obvious 
absurdity and even for the purpose of 
Parl amentary debate, the Postmaster- 
General should not seek for a moment 
to fix it upon the employees them- 
selves. They had done their best 
to repudiate it. He had heard it repudi- 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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ated at public meeting after public meet- 
‘ng. He would say for them what he 
thought was a true proposition, that 
when they were dealing with a surplus 
revenue of £3,000,000 to £4,000,000 one 
of the first charges upon that was that 
all proper expenditure, including fair and 
just earnings and wages of those who 
produced the net revenue, was a first 
charge upon that service, and the next 
charge, u less they maintained a special 
tax on letter writers, was the }-rovision 
of additional facilities in respect to 
which we owed much to the noble Lord 
to-day for what he had proposed. 


How had the noble Lord dealt with 
this matter? He had done something. 
He had done about one-sixth of what 
his Committee found, upon his own 
estimate of what the carrying out of 
the Report would cost, and that was 
he measure of the previcus injustice, 


| But that sixth or so was not and would 


not be acceptable unless the wages 
were just and right as found by this 
or some other Committee which would 
have to deal wit it. The question was 
one of justice or th» contrary. He be- 
lieved the earners had justice on their 
side, but this House could not really 
determine the question. Take one 
case which was not dealt with in any 
way by this Report. It related to 
the Telegraph Office. They had heard 
often of a case in which they promised 
a prospect, through the Civil Service 
Commissioners, to any young. tele- 
graphist entering the service, cf £190 a 
year. It was like the baton in the 
knapsack of the soldier and the possibility 
of his becoming Field Marshal. Very 
few had ever attained ‘t. It was not 
a great sum as a wage for a skilled 
telegraphist after twenty-one years 
service, but nearly every mpediment 
that could be offered had been pre- 
sented. Instead of its being open 
to operatives, technical examinations, 
Senior classes, and supervision had 
been interposed as barriers after the 
contract was made. He did not say it 
was a breach of faith but it wasa breach 
of contract. The noble Lord proposed 
to leave that unredressed. He thought 
that was not equitable. He thought 
the telegraphists had a just claim in 
equity in that matter, for they would 








co 


de 
th 
Cc 
la 
pa 
an 
sh 
be 


ne 


pr 
£ 


Se 


N. 
th 





ld 
as 
ir 
ly 
ne 
to 
rd 


ce 
e- 


he 


he 


ch 
ed 
ht 
ht 


ld 





1381 Civil Services and Revenue 
not be fairly dealt with until £190) 
maximum was conceded after twenty- | 
one years service instead of £160. Toa | 
married man with a family, and increas- 
ingly long distances to travel, greater | 
demands in many forms :.nd in London | 
certainly an increase in expenses, that | 
was not a great sum. ‘That was one of | 
the cases and he added it specially to | 
those mentioned. Without peace the | 
work of the State could not be well 
carried on, In such a case parsimony 
was not economy. 


In the reference to the Committee it | 
was stated that the members were to n- 
quire i.to the scale of pay and report 
whether the wages, having regard to | 
the wages in other occupations, were 
just. One of the chief members of the | 
Committee was an eminent statistician. 
The official figures were at his disposal 
and there were also other members who 
knew what the current rates of wages 
were. There was, therefore, no need for 
inquiry on that point. The Committee | 
included the head of a great railway | 
company, a director of Harrod’s Stores, 
and also the head of the Wholesale 
Co-operative Society. They were men | 
with a concentrated knowledge which | 
would enable them to deal with the terms 
submitted to them. This was a grave | 
question of justice on the part of the. 
State as an employer. Was it to be| 
maintained ¢ Was the Report to be 
brushed asile 4 If so, was the House of | 
Commons incapable of producing fifteen 
impartial and efficient business men to 
consider the matter. If not, the House 
should have full and fair regard for the | 
decision of the Committee. He desired | 
that the State, as was represented by the | 
Committee, should be a good employer of | 
labour ; that in its own interest it should | 
pay proper remuneration; and _ that | 
any increase in unfair cost of earning it | 
should be a first charge on any revenue, | 
before it was regarded ant disposed of as | 
net profit. 


| ment in their own interest. 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question | 
proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£920,438, be granted for the said 
Service.” —(Captain Norton.) 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.) said that, as one who had held | 
the office of Postmaster-General, he | 
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should be sony to think that any 
servant of the Government was not 
adequately paid. What was the test of 
adequate remuneration? Surely it was 
whether the market could yield labour 
according to the demand ; and when they 
knew that there were five or six candidates 
for every position in the Post Office how 
was it possible to say that the pay was 
inadequate as compared with that inother 
employments? They had heard spokes- 
men of the Army declare that the induce- 
ment to enlist was insufficient as com- 
pared with private employment; but 
:t was not poss ble to say that as regarded 
the Post Office. Hon. Members knew 
how the position of the employees of the 


| Post Office had been advanced during the 


last fourteen or fifteen years. Mr. Raikes 
improved the pay of the establishment 
by £207,000; and as a result of the 
Tweedmouth Committee there was a 
further increase of £600,000. When he 
was Postmaster-General there were als 
increases ; and the Duke of Norfolk and 
the late Mr. Hanbury followed on the 
same lines. Then the present Post- 
master-Gene'al increased the pay to the 


| amount of £312,000; and altogether the 


increase in wages during the past fourteen 


| or fifteen years amounted to £1,000,000. 


Nevertheless, hon. Members declared 
that the interests of these public servants 
had been disregarded. The Tweed- 
Committee went exhaustively 
into the question and made many 
These were  care- 
fully considered by the Duke of Norfolk 


| and the late Mr. Hanbury; and the pay 


of the staff was increased by £600,000 
per annum. 


The hon. Member who moved the 


Amendment spoke of an _ agitation 
which would continue until what he 
called justice was done. At one time 


these employees were denied the franchise 
for fear they might bring undue in- 
fluence to bear upon Members of Parlia- 
It was not 
until 1874 that the Act of Parliament 
was altered and they were placed in the 
enjoyment of the franchise; but it was 
clearly laid down at the time that the 
Departments should have the right to 
regulate the extent to which their 
servants might engage in political agita- 
tion. But now hon. Members were to be 
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seen encouraging public servants to en- 
gage in agitation. He thought it was 
most unfortunate that Members of the 
House should allow themselves to be 
influenced by the pressure which 
public servants brought to bear upon 
them, and should bombard the Trea- 
sury with Questions and representa- 
tions with a view to extort incre- 
ments of pay for these public servants, 
an! so prevent the public service being 
regulated according to the rules of the 
labour market, viz., supply and demand. 
He earnestly hoped the Committee would 
not lend itself to this kind of pressure. 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.) 
said he was not surprised to hear the 
remarks of the right hon. Gentleman. 
When he was Postmaster-General he 
believed the right hon. Gentleman did 
give some small increases of two shillings 
a week to some of the postal employees. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that since 
that time great increases had _ been 
given to men in various grades. That 
was quite true, but during the same time 
the Post Office itself had made ex- 
tensively increased profits. £500,000 
profit was made in the year 1904 over 
the profit of 1903, and if any officials 
were entitled to receive additions to 
their pay, as he believed they were 
having regard to the work they had to 
do, it was these who made that profit. At 
the same time the country was repaid 
by the efficient carrying on of the De- 
partment. Referring to the Bradford 
Committee, he might say he did every- 
thing he could to urge the men to appear 
before it. He said it was composed of 
business men who, he thought, would 
deal impartially with the matter, but that 
at the same time if they leant one wav 
more than another they would probably 
lean to the side of the State. Every 
man who was appointed on the Com- 
inittee was an expert managing large 


numbers of ‘employees. Yet their 
Report had been brushed aside and 
the most meagre attention had been 


paid to its recommendations by the 
Postmaster-General. Discredit had been 
thrown upon the Committee by the State, 
and he was therefore not surprised that 
after that took place these men should 
have refused to give their services to the 
Committee. The Post Office servants had 


Sir J. Fergusson. 
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‘received such treatment up to this date 


that they must insist on a Committee of 
this House being formed to deal with this 
matter. 


Now there were one or two cases 
he desired to call to the attention of 
the Postmaster-General. The case of 
the sub-postmasters was one of the 
hardest of those which occurred under 
the régime of the Post Office. They 
haa very arduous duties to perform and 
from the nature of those duties it was 
almost impossible for them to leave their 
offices. They were responsible for every- 
thing that occurred through the acts of 
their employees, and their pay was very 
inadequate to the services they gave. 
Now the sub-postmasters were a very 
large bedy. In London there were 901 
sub-offices; in England and Wales 
4,105; in Scotland 350, and in Ireland 
210. There was a total of 5,566. There 
was a general impression among the sub- 
postmasters that every concession given 
to the public was really squeezed out of 
the sub-postmasters, and they would 
find that that was practically the case. 
In the money order business it was 
at one time impossible to get a money 
order for more than £10, and the post- 
master received a commission on each £. 
Now that it was possible to get money 
orders for £20, £40, and £50 the sub- 
postmaster missed the commission on 
each £10, and only got one commission 
on the whole. Then the parcels post 
had made it possible to send larger 
parcels, and this caused a considerable 
increase in the work of the sub- 
postmasters. With regard to sub- 
postmasters, the right hon. Gentleman 
had made a so-called concession by 
raising the payment for the first 1,000 
money orders from 20s. to 30s. That 
would benefit some of the smaller offices, 
but as the rate per 1,000 above 5.000 
was to be decreased by 10s. the !arger 
sub-offices would be considerable losers. 
For many years sub-postmasters felt 
that they had been tapped to provide 
money required in other directions, 
and he hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would give their complaints his serious 
attention. 


Then as to engineers and_lines- 
men, whom Sir W. Preece described 
as the backbone of the telegraph and 
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telephone service, from 65 to 75 per cent. 
were not on the establishment, they 
were on probation, which the men thought 
was a very great debarment to them. 
They were buoyed up in the hope of 
being placed on the establishment, but 
too often the hope was illusory. Some 
of the supervisors had numbers of men 


under them, and hundreds of pounds | 


worth of property in their charge, so that 
they were responsible men. It was 
unfair that such men should be on 


probation for from two to twenty-five | 
a term should be fixed at the | 


veals 5 
close of which either the services of the 
men should be dispensed with, or the 
men themselves placed on the establish- 
ment, and recelve the privilege attaching 
to that status. 
they were paid for piecework at from 
5d. to 54d. per hour in London, which 
amounted to about 23s. a week, whereas 
companies paid 7d. or 8d. an_ hour, 
amounting to from 31s. 6d. to 36s. a week. 
Moreover, when they worked outside the 
office they were allowed from 6d. to 8d. 


per day tor lodgings, while the telephone | 
company allowed 50 per cent., and some | 
Since | 


companies 200 per cent. more. 
the Bradford Committee, the men on the 
establishment had been docked of certain 
holidays, and all new men had to work 
fifty-four hours a week and also submit to 


certain reductions in the holidays awarded | 


by the Tweedmouth Committee. He 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
give these matters his best attention. 


Sir GEORGE BARTLEY said that 
from old associations his sympathies 
were naturally with the men in the 
public service. He believed that service 
was the best in the world, and it 
ought to be maintained at full strength 
and efficiency. His view had always 
been that the State should be a model 
employer, that it should pay its employees 
fairly, liberally, and even generously— 
not so generously as to constitute a bribe 
to men to enter the public service, but 
sufficiently to afford an example to other 
employers, so that through the agency 
of the State the standard of life might be 
raised rather than lowered. The general 
question the Committee had to consider 
was whether or not Post Office officials 
were fairly paid. The natural inclination 
was to pay the men as highly as possible, 
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but how were hon. Members to judge 
whether these people were fairly paid ? 
Reference had been made to profits. He 
regretted to read that a member of the 
recent deputation seemed to demand a 
very large share, if not the whole, of the 
profits of the Post Office—though cer- 
tainly that was not the attitude adopted 
by the general body of postal servants. 
The State had a right to make a puofit ; 
| but it should not be forgotten that for 
/many years there had been a heavy loss 
| on the telegraphs portion of the. work, 
| so that the-question of profits had really 
| nothing to do with the matter. An 
| important consideration was the fact 
that for every post in the service there 
was a large number of applicants. That, 
after all, was the real test of the whole 
| situation. [‘* No.” ] 


The Committee had to consider 
not only the interests of the service, 
but also the interests of the taxpayer, 
jand he declared emphatically that 
they must hold the balance fairly 
between the two. In his own constitu- 
ency there were a large numbet of postal 
servants, and he would, doubtless, gain 
| many votes if he said at once that they 
ought to have everything they asked for. 
But there were also an immense number 
of people anxious to get situations, and 
he undertook to say that hundteds, if not 
| thousands, of them would jump at the 
chance of employment under the Post 
Office at present rates of pay. If there 
were sO many anxious to enter the 
service on the terms now obtaining, he 
thought that was conclusive evidence 
that, as a whole, postal servants were 
not unfairly or unjustly treated. No 
doubt there were cases which required 
adjustment, and he took it, from the 
Postmaster-General’s speech, that those 
adjustments would be made. From 
inquiries he had made, it seemed that 
many men treely entered the service 
and then a year or two afterwards began 
to complain that the pay was not suffi- 
cient. That, he thought, was a very 
peculiar position. 








He thought it unfortunate that so 
much pressure should be put upon 
Members of Parliament in connection 
with this matter. Ever since he had 
been in Parliament postal servants 
had been agitating for increased pay, 
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Various Committees had been appointed. 
As to the Tweedmouth inquiry, everybody 
knew that the Chairman was not likely 
to be influenced in any way by sordid con- 
siderations, but would endeavour to deal 
with the matter as liberally as possible. 
Practically, the carrying out of Lord 
Tweedmouth's suggestions involved an in- 
creased expenditure of £600,000 a year, and 
they thought that would have brought an 
eid to the agitation. But it had not 
done so. He very much regretted that 
these charges'were continually being made. 
Anothér test to apply to this case was 
the test of other employment. There 
wes an institute carried on by the Civil 
Service known as the Civil Service Supply 
Association. It was a very large concern, 
commenced more than forty years ago. 


It was a profitable business and paid a | 


large dividend, and out of 1,500 or 1,600 
employees about 400 of them were paid 
less than £1 a week. Now this was an 
institution carried on by Civil servants 
themselves, who appointed the staff and 
settled the wages, and it was very largely 
on the lines of the Post Office, and it 
was very remarkable that they should 
pay such small wages. It was neverthe- 
less a fact that thev paid 25 per cent of 
their employees less than £1 a week. He 
was extremely anxious that the Post 
Office employees should be a‘ contented 
and happy class of persons, but in this 
matter he sympathised with the Post- 
master-General, because it seemed to 
him that if they were everlastingly 
increasing the number of persons em- 
ployed by the State and by municipalities, 
and if they adopted a system under 
which there was a continual agitation 
for increased pay when that pay 
was as liberal as in any other private 
employment of a similar kind. the time 
must come when something must be done 
to put the system upon a different footing. 
He felt very strongly that this ought not 
to be made in any sense a Party ques- 
tion. It was very unfortunate that the 
matter could be worked in the way that 
it had been, by the threats of the with- 
drawal of support by the employees. 
This was a most unfortunate position 
of affairs and he was quite sure that 
Members on both sides of the House, whilst 
wishing to do justice to the men in 
every way, would remember that they 
had the taxpayer to consider as well as 


Sir George Bartley. 
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the public employee. Taxation had 
grown so heavy that he thought they 
were bound to see that thev got the 
full value for their money, and that it 
was not wasted. - 
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An HON. MEMBER: How about 


South Africa ? 


Sirk GEORGE BARTLEY said he 
certainly supporied the Postmaster. 
General. They were bound to do that, 
and he hoped some measure would be 
adopted either for a Joint Committee to 
go into these questions or for a p:r- 


maneiut bedy, such as the Public 
Accounts Committee, to look into 
them and see whethér there was 


fairness and propriety in the payments, 
and whether they could be satistied 
that full justice was being done. If some 
such course was adopted, both sides 
of the House must do what was right 
and not allow pressure to be exercised 
unduly. So long as they allowed the 
system of agitation in the matter of 
payment in the public service to con- 
tinue, they would not only be per- 
mitting an injury to the staff but they 
would be paying more than was neces- 
sary, and undermining that real efficiency 
and good name of the public service 
which he trusted would always deservedly 
exist. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field) said the hon. and gallant Mem- 


ber who moved the reduction of 
the Vote had dealt fully with the 
Post Office employees’ grievances, but 
one point had not been touched 
upon. The Bradford Committee was 
appointed to settle all disputes for 
the time being, and the House 
as a whole accepted that appoint- 


ment in perfect good faith, heliey- 
ing that the Postmaster-General and 
the Government were not deceiving 
the House of Commons iv any way. The 
Report came out in good time and a very 
able Report it was. That Committee 
was composed of very competent busi- 
ness men, but the Postmaster-General, 
three months after receiving their Report, 
told the House that this Committee had 
exceeded the terms of reference. In 
such a case there was one very simple 
thing todo. If a Report exceeded the 
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terms of reference the proper and/ mittee appreciated—and highly appreci- 
courteous thing to do was to send that | ated—the extremely good work that 
Report back to the Committee and ask/ had been done by men acting under 
them to explain why they had exceeded | the Postmaster-General. He was satis- 
the terms of reference, or the alternative | fied that they had every confidence that 
was to ask them for a fresh Report.| the work was well done and they all 
Neither of those courses was taken. | desired, if there was a real erievance 
He did not think that Report had ever | among a body of men like that. to have 
been acknowledged officially, and those | the grievance remedied. But they must 
gentlemen had not been thanked for de- | be just before they were generous, and 
voting all their energies to this inquiry. | he hoped that the House of Commons 
An ordinary case of law corresponded | would not forget their responsibility to 
very much to this one. If they went the tixpayers, and would remember 
to trial there was a period during) that if they did more than was necessary 
which they could go to a Court of | they Were not acting fairly to the tax- 
Appeal. When that time expired, ani | P@vers ot the country. It was a re- 
ether side did not.avail themselves | ™arkable fact that whilst Members 
of that privilege, the judgment stood | of the Hous» of Commons were 
and could not be altered. The Gov- | Preaching economy in the public service 
ernment was exactly in that position. | and were finding fault with the swollen 
They did not go to the Court of Appeal | Estimates, they tried in every way to 
ior they did not send the Report back. induce responsible Ministers to make 
Consequently they accepted it. It was | larger demands upon the taxpayers for 
the Government's own Court which | p®tticular purposes. When a question 
made the inquiry, and they had | like this came up economy was thrown 
allowed the time to go bv for|to the winds and they were asked on 
appealing. In so doing the Govern- | altogether insuflicient grounds to add+to 
ment had made a very great mistake, the burdens of the taxpayer an amount 
and were causing a great amount of | which was estimated by the Post master- 
dissatisfaction in the public service General, and he thought agreed to by 
by their action in not accepting the Brad- | the hon. Member for South Islington, at 
ford award, and they were doing the very | something like £2,400,00). 
thing which they ought to have avoided. 
That disatisfaction was growing, and it Lorp STANLEY; If the amount 
had been caused by the Government and | asked for by the employees before the 
not by the employees, who were simply | Committee had been granted it would 
speaking of what they believed to be have amourted to £2,500,000 but the 
right and just. The Postmaster-General | amount awarded under the Brad ford 
had made a very able speech, but he Committe would have been £1,300,000. 
lacked imagination, and did not put. 
himself in the place of the Post Office) *Mer. RITCHIE: I think the hon. Mem- 
employees who felt, and felt rightly, | ber for South Islington spoke about the 
that by not going to a Court of Appeal | amount as being six or seven times more. 
the Postmaster-General was keeping | 
something back. There wasa very strong) #31p ALBERT ROLLIT: What I said 
—e not only in the House but outside, was that the noble Lord offered about one 
hat the Covetnmen bs GTN anh of what wat asked for by th 
ford, were causing considerable irrita- mee nla ; sipapecintiir: but I may _— 
eS eo 1... | that Ido not even agree with that estimate 
tion amongst Post Office employees | 5¢ my noble friend the Postinaster- 
in the country, and they were doing Cheeni 
the very thing they ought to have| =~ 
avoided. 








*Mr. RITCHIE: I rather gathered from 
*Mr. RITCHIE (Croydon) said that| my noble friend that the amount will 
Whatever might be the opinion upon! ultimately reach a sum over £300,000. 
the main question to be dscussed, 
he was quite sure that the whole Com-’ Lorp STANLEY: £372,000. , 
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*Srir ALBERT ROLLIT: That was not 
my caleulation but in that case it will 
be somewhat more than one-sixth. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said it was very little 
short of the sum he stated. The 
estimated cost of carrying out the 
proposals was between £2,000,000 and 
£2 400,000. That was the amount which 
the hon. Gentleman seriously contem- 
plated casting upon the shoulders of 
the already heavily-burdened tax-payer. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: That was nota 

calculation of mine. I thought the 
sum stated by my noble friend was 
somewhat less, It is not a question now 
of what the men claimed but of what the 
Postmaster-General himself estimated as 
the cost of carrying out the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee, viz., £1,250,000, 
and it was to a sixth of this estimate 
(not my own) I referred. None of the 
figures were mine. 


*Mr. RITCHIE said it was not worth 
while quarrelling with the hon. Gentle- 
about the figures. At any rate, 
it would amount to something like 
£2,000,000. That was the amount which 
the hon. Gentleman was indignant that 


man 


the Government did not at once con- 
cede. The demands were made irre- 


spective of the amount they would cost. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: That state- 


ment is incorrect. 


Mr. RITCHIE said that if it could 
be shown that this amount was really 
necessary in order to do justice to the 
employees of the State he for one 
would not, and he did not believe 
that the taxpayers would, grudge it. 
But he would grudge, and he believed 
the taxpayers would grudge, the ex- 
penditure of this amount of money 
unless it was clearly shown that it 
Was necessary in the public interest 
and in order to do justice to the 
employees. This claim was based on 
the Report of the Bradford Com- 
mittee which had been spoken of 
as an arbitration committee. He 
should be very much astonished if 


any member of any Government would 
ever consent to occupy the position of 
saying that when a reference was made 


to a Committee he would feel himself 
bound to accept the conclusions of the 
Committee, whatever expense might be 
involved. The responsibility rested upon 
the Governmert and upon the Minister, 


and it was for them or him to 
consider the recommendations of the 
Committee. It was for him to consider 


all these matters and to come to a 
decision on his responsibility, and 
to make such recommendations as he 
might deem necessary to the House of 
Commons. It could not be otherwise; 
it would be absurd to suppose that a 
Minister could discharge his responsibility, 
and especially his responsibility as to 
finance, by referring the matter to a Com- 
mittee. He found that so far as the 
applications for employment were con- 
cerned, the number of applicants for 
posts in the General Post Office had been 
so great as to show that. in the opinion 
of those desirous of entering the public 
service, this was a very desirable service. 


When his hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for South Islington spoke of 
those particular employees not being 
able to commence their career with 


a salary which would enable them to 
live comfortably he should like to ask him 
what service there was where the initial 
salary could provide for that contingency. 
Not only did the number of applicants 
show that it was a popular service, but 
that those who entered into it were satis- 
fied with the terms offered. It had been 
shown by elaborate comparisons with 
other Departments that the employees 
of the Post Office were not only on an 
equivalent in the remuneration they were 
paid, but in a large number of cases they 
were in a Superior position to the other 
classes of employees which had _ been 
mentioned, and that whether they 
judged by comparison of the number of 
the employees or the number of applicants 
for this particular employment, it was 
clear that there was no warrant from the 
public point of view for the expenditure 
of so large a sum of public money as they 
were asked to expend by adopting the 
conclusious of the Bradford Committee. 
The Postmaster-General had naturally 
considered the Report and the evidence, 
and he had been led to make a cousider- 
able amelioration in the position of a large 
number of employees. He was sure they 
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must Tecognise that the sum he had 
mentioned was by no means an insignifi- 
cant sum to give to the class of public 
s*rvants which they were now discussing. 


Something had been said about 
appointing a Parliamentary Committee. 
No worse tribunal could be appointed 
for considering questions of this kind 
—a Committee consisting of  poll- 
ticians whether of one Party or 
the other. There were employees of 
the Post Office who had bombarded 
Members of Parliament with letters 
day by day asking them to come 
down to the House of Commons and 
support their proposals. But these 
employees did not confine themselves to 
these letters, objectionable as he thought 
they were. They actually used threats 


unmistakeable threats—at a time 
when a general election was within 
measurable distance, and that made 


things much worse from the point of 
view he was now discussing. They were 
asked at such a time to refer the 
wages of these people to a Committee 
consisting of politicians. There surely 
could be no more unfit tribunal for 
determining a matter of this kind, and 
the Government would be most wrong 
and badly advised if they consented to 
anything of this kin!. He did not in 
the least deny that people in the public 
service should be allowed to make proper 
representations in order to obtain a 
remedy for any grievance under which 
they suffered, but he was_ perfectly 
certain that these letters continually 
coming from individuals in one’s own 
constituency—sometimes a dozen ip a 
day—was a wrong way to make repre- 
sentations. He was perfectly certain 
that representations made in a proper 
manner would always be considered by 
the Fostmaster-General or any member 
ot the Government whose Department 
wis concerned, but this kind of repre- 
sentation the Government and the House 
oi Commons were bound to resist to the 
utmost of their power. He was very 
glad to hear that the Postmaster-General 
hid been able to make some amelioration 
and to adopt some of the proposals made 
by the Committee, but he hoped that he 
aid the Chancellor of the Exchequer, in 
considering what were the just demands 
of public employees, would also consider 
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what were their duties towards the 
taxpayers of the country, and ata time 
like the present, when they groaned 
under very heavy taxation, he hoped 
they would set their faces resolutely 
against any such demand as that made 
on behalf of the Post Office employees. 
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Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) supported the Amendment moved 
by his hon. friend. The noble Lord said 
this agitation began in an application 
for a Parliamentary Committee in 1903. 
He begged to remind the noble Lord that 
when the application was made for a 
Parliamentary Committee in 1903, it was 
not for an inquiry into the question of 
wages alone, but for an inquiry into all 
the grievances alleged at that time to per- 
meate thepostalservice. The present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, on that occasion, 
when he found that the feeling of the 
House was aga‘nst him, agreed to have 
the question of wages placed before the 
Committee. On that occasion he pro- 
tested and said that the appointment of 
the Committee was merely to throw dust 
in the eyes of the postal service, and he 
thought he had been justified by the 
events which had taken place, because 
the findings of that Committee had, to 
use the words of the noble Lord, been 
brushed aside. Some miserable doles 
had been handed out to the men which 
could not possibly satisfy them, and 
which could only lead to continued dis- 
sension ani agitation and loss of time 
in this House considering the grievances. 


Several hon. Members had stated 
that considerable feeling had been 
aroused in England, Scotland, and Wales 
over the action of the Government in 
brushing aside the findings of the Com- 
mittee. Speaking for Ireland he could 
only say that a feeling of indignation and 
disgust permeated the whole postal ser- 
vice in regard to the manner in which 
they had been treated in connection with 
these findings. The Sorters, telegraphists, 
and postmen, one and all, were dissatis- 
fied with the decision of the noble Lord 
in regard to these findings, and he could 
promise the noble Lord that every pos- 
sible effort would be made to bring about 
a reversal of the policy he had adopted, 
and to have a Committee of th's House 
appointed so that the full measure of 
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their demands should be conceded. On inquiries. The noble Lord and the 


May 11th, 1903, he ventured to mike the 
following obsery ations — 

‘*They were told that the Committee that 
the Postmaster - General had promised to 
appoint was to be an impartial Committee, 
hut he believed that so far from dealing with 
the vrievances it would have the effect of 
accentuating them, and that the complaints 
would all come up again. He therefore warned 
the postal servants to have nothing to do with 
t.°” 


He was sorry to say that his advice was 
not taken at that time. The responsible 
officers thought it would be well to see 
what would be the findings of the Com- 
mittee. They went to great expense for 
the purpose of getting up their case and 
tuey gave evidence before the Com- 
nuittee. After nine months the Committee 
arrived at their conclusions and reported 
that the wages of the postal servants 
were inadequate, and consequently they 
recommended an improvement in the 
scale. How had these recommendations 
heen carried out ? The noble Lord, in 
memorable words, had stated that the 
recommendations had been brushed aside, 
and a seale of increase had been adopted 
which was not commensurate with the 
demands which had been made upon 


him. It was not necessary for him to 
again quote the figures which had 
been given by the noble Lord. Com- 


parisons had been made betwe-n the 
pay of compositors and that of postmen ; 
but that comparison should have been 
«ll on the side of the compositor and not 
on that of the postman. He knew that 
because he was a compositor himself. 
A compositor after serving a five vears 
apprenticeship began on full wages of 
38s. a week; but it was only after a long 
term of years that a postal servant, even 
after he was fully competent, enjoyed a 
salary of £60 or £70 a year. The increase 
sanctioned by the noble Lord could not 
be accepted ; and the sooner the House 
made up its mind to appoint a Parlia- 
meitary Committee to inquire into the 
whole question the better. It had been 
proved that seething discontent existed 
in the postal service, altogether outside 
the wages question. The Government had 
ignored the finding of the Kradfoid 
Committee, the members of which had 
been snubbed in such a way that it 
would be found difficult to appoint other 
Committees who would serve on§such 


Mr. Nannetti. 


Chancellor of the Exchequer must have 
forgotten that when an appeal was made 
to appoint that Departmental Com- 
mittee, consent was not given until it 
was found that the strong feeling of the 
House was against them. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer then said that— 

‘For his part he was confident that by men 
of both political Parties he shoald be supported 
in his decision to take this question of the 
wages of the servants of the Post Office out of 
the sphere of Party conflict, and get a verdict 
which would be received with confidence.” 

Well, that Committee had been 
appointed, andits verdict had been 
given; but had it been received with 


perfect confidence by the Treasury 
Sench? On the contrary, the findings 
of that Committee, appointed — by 


themselves, had not been accepted by 
the Government. What wes the com- 
plaint against that Committee? That 
they did not go out of their sphere of 
reference and take evidence as a roving 
Commission in regard to wages paid in 
other trades. Butthat was unnecessary, 
seeing that the wages returns of all 
trades could have been found in the 
Labour Gazette for the last ten years. 
And what did the noble Lord, the present 
Postmaster - General, say on another 
oceasion ?—- 

“ All such questions as pay should be referred 
not to this House, but to some judicial body 
who could feel no outside influence, and look 
at the matter as between employer and em- 
ployed, with the object of giving to the em- 
ployed those wages which in the open market 
a good employer would give to his employees, 
and at the same time protecting the master 
from any outside influence.” 

Well, the Bradford Committee was 
a judicial Committee, but the noble 
Lord refused to carry out its findings. 
He advised the men at that time as 
to the course which they should take; 
and he was right. The men _ were 
justified in continuing their agitation 
for a Parliamentary Committee; but 
afterwards they gave their case away by 
giving eviden<e before the Bradford Com- 
mittee. Now thev saw their mistake; 
and their demand for a Parliamentary 
inquiry could no longer be denied. He 
thought that if the House wanted to 
settle this question once and for ever, 
that could only be accomplished by the 
appointment of such a Committee. The 
men themselves had promised that they 
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would accept the finding of such a Com- | 
mittee. To talk about the interests of 
the taxpayer was all very well; but what | 
«bout the money wasted in the South | 
African War, in the doles to landlords, 
and in the South African stores scandals ? 
He was sure that the taxpayers did not 
want this House to be shabby employers, 
but that they wanted to pay fair wages 
for fair work. It was, indeed, the duty of 
the State to pay its employees such a wage 
as to keep them from the starvation point. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 

said that he could not feel the same 
disregard to the interests of the taxpayers 
as some hon. Members appeared to have. 
Neither could he agree that because there 
had been extravagant expenditure in the 
South African War, therefore, there should 
be extravagant expenditure on the postal 
officials—if it could be called extravagant 
expenditure. The fault he himself found 
with the Treasury was that they paid 
fir too little attention to the taxpayer. 
very Member who came to the con- 
sideration of the point now raised—viz., 
whether the wages of the postal servants: 
should be raised beyond their present 
point — approached it with a double 
allegiance and a divided duty. They 
had, in the first place, to consider it 
from the standpoint of allegiance to the 
taxpayers; and in the second place, 
with proper feeling for the welfare of the 
men In the postal se:vice, especially for 
those in the lower ranks, whose wages 
ie considered very small. He was not 
going into the question of the living wage. 
He did not know what that might be. 
It depended always on where a man 
iived, the man’s own mind, and the pre- 
vailing jashion, and circumstances of the 
ocality. After all, the question which the 
House was asked to ascertain and decide 
was What were the prvuper rates of wages to 
pay to postal servants? He could con- 
ceive of no tribunal less qualitied to give 
« decision on that point than this House 
—either in itself or by a Select Com- 
mittee of the House or by any such 
Standing Committee, as had been now 
suggested, 


How were they to arrive at a proper 
rate of wages for a good piece of work ? 
He knew of no other method than that 
pursued in the ordinary avocations of 
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life. In those avocaticns, the rate of 
wages was arrived at by higgling and 
haggling and bargaining between em- 
ployers and trades unions. They had 
trades unions as representative of the 
organised forces of the workers, who 
dealt with the employers. The em- 
ployers were also organised; and when 

finally a figuee was arrived at between 
them after negotiation, the employers had 
the enormous advantage that they might 
accept the decision as final and that it 
was perfectly certain it would be carried 
out. That was one of the great uses of 
trades unions, that they gave bargain- 
ing power to the workman and security 
to the employer. But in the case of the 
postal servants no adequate trade union 
was possible, because there was only one 
employer. The Post Office servants could 
not call out one section of employees s« 

as to bring pressure to bear on another 
employer. Of cours? he was well aware 
that there was a very strong, compact 
body of Post Office employees, led by 
very capable leaders, who put their case 
in a very precise way. But they could 
not act, for many reasons, as other 
trades unions acted, and their only course 
was to circularise Members of this House 
with arguments in which persuasion 
certainly did too often approach menace. 
He hoped that Members of that House. 
while ready to consider argument, would 
never allow themselves to be influence: 

by menac>, which would be found in the 
long run, not to help but to injure those 
who used it. The question then re- 
mained a specially difficult one—what 
were the proper wages? The Post Office 
employed 183,000 — servants. Kvery * 
variety of duty was fixed upon them, 
with, consequently every variety of re- 
muneration, from the rural postman, 
who received a few shillings a week, 
to the noble Lord on the Treasury 
Bench, who received a relatively exiguous 
and insufficient salary. What Select 
Committee of that House, what Stand- 
ing Committee, what permanent body 
of any sort, was competent to settle 
the salary of the noble Lord and the 
wages of the rural postman? It was 
perfectly impossible. Thev must really 
have worn the shoe to know where it 
pinched, and how the remedy was to be 
made. The noble Lord made what Le 
thought was a very frank and manly 
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speech, though the expressions ‘“black- 
mail” and ‘ blood-suckers” were, he 
respectiully submitted, too strong. 
There might be some leaders of the 
organisation to whom those terms might 
be applied, but he was certain that the 
great body of these public servants did 
not deserve them. 


Lorp STANLEY said he did not for 
one moment think of applying them to 
the whole service. 


*Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said he was 
glad of that explanation. Without it 
the expressions would, he was sure, have 
unjustly wounded a very worthy body of 
public servants. He had personal experi 
ence of the unscrupulous methods adopted 
by individuals ; but still the terms of the 
noble Lord could not be applied to the 
service generally. He thought the noble 
Lord had made what must be regarded as 
very considerable concessions indeed. 
Theyinvolved, to begin with, an additional] 
charge on the taxpayers of £224,000, and 
when those concessions reached their 
maXimum in ten or fifteen years that 
amount would be increased to £572,000 
a year. Surely this was a very large 
increase in the wages of the postal 
servants. Hon. Members who argued that 
that was not sufficient, and who wanted 
another Committee, should first ask 
the postal servants whether they were 
now satisfied or not. He thought thev 
probably would be. The Bradford 
Committee was not. he thought, verv 
happily constituted and was no better 
titted to fix rates of wages for the Post 
Office than would be a Committee of 
this House, for so special a case as the 
Post Office. The rate of wages must be 
arrived at and fixed by the people who 
knew and who were concerned. ‘The test 
for a Department like the Post Office was 
whether there was a sufficient number of 
candidates to fill the vacancies, and no 
better test had yet been suggested. But 
even when the rate of wages was fixed 
it was only fixed for the moment. They 
could not fix it permanently, and in two, 
ten, or twenty years the whole question 
would or might have to be reconsidered. 
That was another argument agtinst a 
Committee. He had come down to the 
House with a perfectly open mind on 
this subject, but, having heard both sides 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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of the question, he felt bound to say 
that the Postmaster-General had made 
great concessions and had established « 
good case. The Postma ter-General had 
shown, moreover, a proper sense ¢f duty 
in refusing to shoulder off his responsi- 
bility on any Select or Standing Com- 
mittee. Consequently he should feel it 
his duty to support the Government. 


Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.), 
referring to the grievances of the 
engineering branch and storekeepers, 
said whereas the idea, so far as he could 
see, was that more or less every branch 
of the service should have some addition 
to its pay, these employees had had 
their wages reduced and their hours 
increased. The maximum for linemen 
and battery men in paSt times was 40s, a 
week, but now it had been reduced to 
38s. a week, while their hours had been 
increased from fifty and a-half hours to 
fifty- four hours a week, 


Lorp STANLEY said he had elassifie | 
them differently, and there were more 
now at the higher rate. 


Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS said the hours 
of these servants had heen increased, 
and in respect of certain allowances they 
had well-founded grievances. Moreover, 
only 25 per cent. of them were on the 
established list, and he hoped his noble 
friend would underiake to increase that 
percentage. Then with regard to 
lodging claims. When he wasin business 
years ago he always ypaid 2s. a day 
for lodging allowance where a man 
had to go about the country and 
sleep in a different bed every night. 
The Postmaster-General allowed 6d. 
What kind of bed could be got for 6d? 
He hoped the noble Lord would give his 
attention to these matters. If he did, he 
would find that these servants were any 
thing but fairly treated, 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr, AusteN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.) said his noble friend 
authorised him to say that he would look 
into the matters 1aised by the hon. 
Member for Salford. He hoped the 
Committee would not think it impertinent 
of him to intervene in the discussion, but 
he was doubly inteiested in the main 
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subject of the debate, whether the 
Government were or were not justi- 
fied in declining to adopt in toto the 
recommendations of the Bradford Com- 
mittee. Inthe first place, as Postmaster- 
‘General, he was responsible for appoint- 
ing that Committee, and in the second, 
as Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 
guardian of the public purse, he felt 
bound to place before the House his 
views when the public revenue was 
seriously threatened. Hon. Gentlemen 
had alleged that by his action in appoint- 


ing this Committee he had bound himself | 


in honour to accept their Report, what- 
ever it might be, and to carry it into 
effect. The hon. Member for Hudders- 


he had spoken of his expectation or hope 
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that he might obtain from the Committee | 


an impartial and judicial decision. He 
thought it was too much to lay all this 
stress on a Single word uttered in the 
course of a speech delivered in that 
House where no verbal preparation was 
possible ; but, if those words were open 
to misconception, they were corrected in 
the course of the same debate; for, in 
reply to the hon. Member for Battersea, 
who aceused him of shirking responsibility, 
he had said that he did not consider he 
was In any way derogating from his 
position by asking other gentlemen for 
advice, and that his responsibility must 
remain intact and undiminished. 


Sm JAMES WOODHOUSE said that 
a fortnight later the right hon. Gentleman 
used these words— 

“IT intend the Committee to be a Committee 
sitting to give judgment. and not a Committee 
sitting to advocate the interests of one side or 
the other.” 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN said 
that was true, and what he had then laid 
stress on was the impartial character of 
the Committee. If he used any words 
which compared this Committee with a 
judicial tribunal it was in respect of the 
impartiality which he hoped would attend 
their deliberations, and which he thought 
was essential. But was there the idea in 
any man’s mind at that moment that 
th:s Committee was to bring in a verdict 
which should be binding on both parties ? 
His noble friend had already read some 
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or their representatives, and he would 
supplement them by a quotation from 
the Telegraph Chronicle of August 26th 
last year, actually after this Report had 
been published— 

“In writing to«Members of Parliament it 
should be made very clear that we do not 
regard the Bradford Report as a substitute 
for that programme” — 
the programme adopted at Liverpool— 


“That Report may be a concession, but it is 
not all. ... We never recognised the im- 
partiality of the Committee nor its fitness to 
deal with our case. We shall not accept its 
Xeport as a final settlement. ’ 


it was only the representatives of the 
taxpayer who were to be bound; the 


|employees themselves were to be free to 


field had quoted a phrase of his, in which | take 
/recommence their agitation to-morrow, 


even if to-day the House of Commons 
gave them all that for the moment they 


| asked. 


There were one or two general con- 
siderations. It was the desire of the 
House of Commons that the employees 
of the State should be fairly and even 
well paid, but they had other obligations 
besides. They were trustees for the great 
mass of the people, who under no circum- 
stances could expect to be employees of 
the State; and the money with which 
they paid thos» who were selected for 
the service of the State was contributed 
by that great mass, often worse off, verv 
often no better off, than the servants of 
the State themselves. They had adouble 
duty in that House—a duty to be fair to 
the servants of the State and aduty to be 
just to the taxpayers, who could secure 


protection from none but the House of 


Commons. And if this was at all times 
true, it was especially true in times like 
these, when the burdens on the taxpayers 
were very heavy. By a single vote in 
the House of Commons they might 
increase thos: burdens by millions of 
money. There was a growing demand 
for fresh services to be undertaken by the 
public, and unless they were economical 
in the conduct of the services for which 
they were already responsible they would 
bring that movement to disaster. They 
would force public bodies of every kind 
to retrace their steps after the ratepayers 


'and taxpayers had borae an enormous 


economical 
In 


burden unless there was 


manazement of this great business. 


oi the statements made by the emplo,ees | his view, even the parity and_ integrity 
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sentence, but he presumed it meant that 
they were to be in some way separate 
from and more favoured than any of their 
fellow-workmen in any employment not 


of public life was involved in this matter. 
The worst form of corruption that could 
be found in public life in other countries 
was due to the system which had grown 
up of employing more men than were 
needed to do public work a:d paving 
them rather more than*their work was 
worth. In this way they gradually 
produced a system which rested upon 
corruption and which became part of 
their political life, and, once it had taken 
hold, they found it almost impossible to 
contro] it. To create a privileged class 
of public employees either doing less 
work or earning more pay than they 
could earn in good employment of a 
similar character outside was to strike 
at the root of our free institutions, to 
poison them at their source, and to vitiate 
all that followed irom them. It was for 
that reason that in drafting the reference 
to this Committee he put in the words— 

‘That the Committee, in making their 
recommendations, shall have regard to the con- 
ditions of employment of the classes they deal 
with, and to the rates of wages current in other 
occupations.” 

He ventured to say that that was the 
only standard by which they could test 
the fairness of the rates the Government 
paid. 

His hon. friend had read the para- 
graph in which the Committee stated 
that they had not seen their way to obtain 
any specific evidence as to the compara- 
tive rates of wages current in other 
occupations. They explained this by 
saying that thev had the Returns of the 
Board ot Trade before them. and that 
they had had business experience of their 
own. Ti he had been relying only on 
their business experience he should have 
asked them te give evidence, and he 
should not have appointed a Committee 
to take eviderce. But that was not all, 
Not only did they make up their minds 
not to take any of the evidence which 
was directly pointed to in the terms of 
reference, but they themselves had laid 
down principles which in their opinion 
should govern the State in these matters. 
The Committee said they thought postal 
employees were justified in resting their 
claims to remuneration on the responsible 
and exacting character of the duties they 
performed, and on the social position 
they filled as servants of the State. He 
did not know the exact meaning of that 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 


paid for by the State. That principle 
was a departure from anything that any 
responsible Minister or any responsible 
Government had ever accepted. It 
would leave wages either to a haphazard 
determination by the Minister of the day, 
or any equally haphazard demand which 
the employees might choose to make. 
Applying their principles the Committee 
went on to make the very remarkable 
statements which had been read_ by his 
noble friend. Those passages showed 
why it was not possible for the Govern. 
ment to adopt that Report and why 
no responsible Government, without a 
breach of their duty to the country 
had ever adopted a Report based upon 
those principles. There would never 
be settlement for a day if they said it was 
only necessary for employees to express 
discontent in order to have the ques- 
tion of wages reopened and in order to. 
be able to demand an increase, 


The Committee having dealt with the 
matter as they had done, the Government 
had been forced to do for themselves that 
which they hoped the Committee might 
do for them. They had been obliged to 
make comparisons of wages for them- 
selves, examples of which his noble 
friend had already given to the House. 
These comparisons showed, he said, that 
there was no justification for the whole- 
sale increase in the wages of Post Office 
officials which the Bradford Committee 
recommended. Might he just give one 
or two other figures? Hon. Gentlemen 
might suppose from the way the case 
was presented, that little or no advance 
had been made in ysecent years in the 
salaries of the Post Office employees. 
Let him take one or two comparisons 
between 1885 and 1903, giving for each 


year the average weekly pay. The 


average weekly pay of male sorters in 
London in 1885 was 28s. 5d., and in 


1903 it was 40s. 8d.,a rie of 43:1 per 


cent. Male telegraphists in the Central 
Telegraph Office received in 1885 28s, 10d. 


and in 1903 40s. 2d., an increase of 39°. 


per cent. In the rest of the United 
Kingdom male sorting clerks and tele- 


graphists, who in 1885 earned an average 
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weekly wage of 27s. 2d., received in 1905 
an average wage of 33s. 2d., a rise of 
:2-08 per cent. Postmen of all grades 
who in the earlier year earned on the 
average 19s, 10d, had risen to 24s. 6d., 
showing an increase of 23:52 per cent. 
These imereases were given before the 
additions which had been made by his 
noble friend. The Committee, therefore, 
would see how large had been the in- 
crease already given. 


He asked the Committee to co.sider 
What would be the cost of doing that 
which they were asked to do to-day. 
His noble friend had given the figures 
showing what the recommendations of the 
Bradtord Committee would cost if carried 
out, Did the Committee realise that, if the 
recommendations of the Bradford Com- 
mittee had been in full operation this year, 
there could have been no reduction in 
taxation, and that the tea duty would 
have remained at &d. instead of being, 
as now, at Gd.? Did they realise, what 
was a far more serious consideration, 
that the demands of the Post Office 
servants were only the beginning of the 
matter, and if they were conceded 
there were many other grades of Civil 
servants which must be treated on the 
same basis, to the great inerease of the 
expenditure of the country? He did not 
hesitate to say that the demand repre- 
sented by the Report of the Bradford 
Committee would mean at the very least 
an increase of the sugar duty by 50 per 
cent. That was the least which the tax- 
payers of the country were asked to pay 
in order that a privileged few might 
maintain their social position as servants 
of the State. 


The question at issue was not one 
between the two political Parties. It 
was above Parties. It was whether 
there was to be good economical goyern- 
ment in this country at all, or whether 
(ivil servants in the employment of 
the Crown could make such use of 
their votes, as citizens, for the purely 
selfish purpose of forcing the public to 
pay more for their services and so increase 
th» expense of a great Department of 


State. He did not know how long they 
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‘could go on in the position they had now 


reached, under which pressure was 
brought to bear on hon. Members of all 
Parties by their constituents. He was cer- 
tain that if any scheme could be dev:sed, 
such as was foreshadowed by his hon. 
friend the Member for North Islington, so 
that thev might take this question alto- 
gether out of the region of political life— 
not merely out of Party life bat out of 
Parliamentary life—it would be a great 
advantage. It would tend to preserve 
the Civil Service free from that political 
influence and independent of the chang- 
ing fortunes ef political Parties which 
had been their great boast and security 
in the pist. If there were a general 
feeling in the House that an object of 
that kind was one on which all Parties 
might well co-operat», then His Majesty's 
Government, whilst maintaining as 
resolutely as they had in past years 
their objection to referring these specific 
grievances to a Select Committee ap- 
pointed in the ordinary way for that 
particular purpose, would be prepared to 
assent to the appointment of a Com 
mittee of this House t» consider the state 
of affairs which had arisen; to see Ui 
they could devise some remedy for it; 
to lay down the principles by which 
they should be governed in these matters ; 
and to advise whether it would be 
possible to establish some permanent 
body or Commission, outside the sphere 
of electoral pressure and above and 
beyond any of our Party conflicts, 
which might advise the Government 
in applying those principles to par- 
ticular cases. Such a Committee 
could, of course, only be 
fully conceded with the goodwill of 
all Parties in the House; and if the 
whole House were animated by a desire, 
if possible, to set this question at rest. 


success- 


With that goodwill, he thought, it 
might serve a useful purpose. The 


object to be attained was of such vast 
imporiance that he, for one, would not 
refuse any method by which they might 
hope successfully to compass it and t 
maintain the Civil Service in that high 
position of which, with its great traditions, 
they had such just cause to be proud and 
such good reason to b> grateful for. 
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Cremer, William Randal 

Crombie, John William 

Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M.Vaughan- (Cardigan) 
Delany. William 
Devlin,CharlesRamsay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir Fred)ixon 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellice,Capt E.C(SAndrw’sBghs 

Ellis, John Edward (Notts) 
Evans,Sir FrancisH.( Maidstone 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 


Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flavin, Michae] Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Freeman-Thomas, Captain, F. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gladstone,RtHn Herbert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
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| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 206; 


' Noes, 249. 


AYES. 


, Hammond, John 
Harcourt, Lewis 
| Hardie, J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Hamsworth, R. (Leicester) 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
| Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hunt, Rowland 
Hutchiason,Dr.Charles Fredk. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jsaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jucoby, James Alfred 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kennedy, VincentP.(Cavan,W. 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George iz 
Lamont, Norman 
Langley, Batty Pe. 
Law, Hugh Alex. (Donegal, W.) 
Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,Sir JosephF.( Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Maclver, David (Liverpoo!) 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kean, John 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Sir Charles Benjamin 
Manstield, Horace Rendail 


Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. | 


Mooney, John J. 

Morgan, J.Lloyd (Carmarthen) 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 

Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 

Muldoon, John 

Murphy. John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N.) 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
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O’ Brien, Kendal (‘Tipperagy Mid: 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpoo]) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N. 
O'Mara, James 

O'Malley, Willis m 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parrott, William 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wyntord 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,Jobn E. (Waterford) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbigh-). 
Robert on, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, Augustine (Cork) 
toche, John (Galway, East) 
Loe, Sir Thomas 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Maj.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight) 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair, John (Forfarshire) 
Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Nn.C. R.( Northants 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip James 
Strachy, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. Radcliffe 
| Tennant, Harold John 

| Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
| Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan,E.) 
| Thomas,David Alfred( Merthyr) 
Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 
Villiers, Ernest 
Wallacg, Robert 
Waltom Jobn Lawson( Leeds,S , 
| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
| Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 


Amberst 


Weir, James (Galloway) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 


. 








(i 


ts 





1409 


Whitley, J. H. (Haltfax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
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| 


Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) | 


Wills, Artbur Walters{ N Dorset. 


Agnew, Sir Andrew Noe? 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. HughO. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour. Rt.Hn.A.J. Manen’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gerald W. Leeds 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Janbury, Sir Freaerick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Bartley, Sir George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir Michael Hicks 
Bhownaggree, Sir M.M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

Boustield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
drown, Sir Alex. H. (Shropsh.) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A. (Glasgow 
Campbell, J.H.M. DublinUniv. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J. (Birm.) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.A. (Wore 
Chamberlayne, T. (S’thampton 
Chapman, Edward 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coates, Edward Feetham 
Cochrane, Hon, Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron ‘Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmoné 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
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Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull W.) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse.Sir J T( Huddersf' 


Yoxail, James Henry 


NOES. 


Dickson-Poynder,'Sir John P. 


| Dimsdale,Rt.Hn.Sir Joseph C. 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Dorington, Rt.Hn.Sir John E. | 


Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dyke, Rt.Hon.Sir William Hart 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


Fellowes, RtHn Ailwyn Edward | 


Fergusson,RtHnSir J. Manc’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Finlay,SirRB.(Inv’rn’ss Bgh’s 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Sir Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 

Foster, Philip 8.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hon. A. G. H. 
Godson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 


Gordon, MajEvans-(T’rHamlets | 


Gore, Hon. 8S. F. Ormsby- 
Greene, SirEW(BurySEdmunds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Hain, Edward 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Rt. Hon. Thomas F. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq.of( L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath,SirJ(StaffordshireN. W. ) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson,Sir A.(Stafford,W.) 
Hill, Henry Staveley 


| Hoare, Sir Samuel 


Hoge, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard,John(KentFaversham 
Howard, J. (Midd. Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. BR.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt.Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Rt.Hn. Col. W. 
Kerr, John 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Sir Henry 
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| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
| Captain Norton and Mr. 
| Watson Rutherford 

I 


| King, Sir Henry Seymour 
| Knowles, Sir Lees 
| Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
| Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
| Lawrence,Sir Joseph(Mon’mth 
| Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpoo!) 
| Lawson,HnH.L.W. (Mile End) 
| Lee, Arthur H.(Hants, Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhea:t} 
| Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.~. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol,S. 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
| Lowe, Francis William 
| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas,Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
W Killop, James (Stirlingshire) 
| Malcolm, Ian 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 
Maxwell, RtHn SirHE.(Wigt’n. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milner, Rt.Hn.Sir Frederick G. 
| Milvain, Thomas 
Mitchell, William (Burnley) 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
| Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
| Morpeth, Viscount 
Morrell, George Herbert 
; Morrison, James archibald 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
| Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray, C. 
| Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, Wiiliam Henry 
| Nicholson, William Graham 
| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
| Palmer, Sir Walter (Salisbury) 
| Parker, Sir Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Perey, Earl 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Waiter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Bdward 
Pym, C. Guy 
| Randles, John S. 
| Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
| Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
| Renwick, George 
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Ridley, 8. Forde _ Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. [ Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E.(Taunton ] 
Ritchie,.Rt.Hn. Chas. Thomson | Stock, James Henry | Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 1 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) Stone, Sir Benjamin | Whitmore, Charles Algernon | 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) | Stroyan, John | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord ‘ 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley | Wilson, A.Stanley (York, E.R, 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) | Wilson, John (Glasgow ’ 
Round, Rt. Hon. James Talbot. Rt.Hn.J.G. (Oxf'dUniv | Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 0 
Autherford, John (Lancashire) | Taylor Austin (East Toxteth) | Worseley-Taylor, Henry Wilson 0 
Scott, Sirs. (Marylebone, W.) | Thorburn, Sir Walter Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- i 
Sharpe, William Edward T. Thornton, Percy M. Wylie, Alexander 
Shaw-Stewart.Sir H.(Renfrew | Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas | Tritton, Charles Ernest | Wyndham-Quin, Col. W. H. 8 
Smith, Abe! H.( Hertford,East) | Tull, Charles | Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong r 
Smith,H,C(Northumb.Tyneside | Tufnell, Lieut.-Col.Edward — | Younger, William 5 
Smith,RtHn! Parker (Lanarks | Tuke, Sir John Batty ; | 
Spear, John Ward Turnour, Viscount TELLERS FOR THE NOES— t 
Stanley,Hon. Arthur (Ormskirk | Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H(Sheffield Sir Alexander Acland-Hood i 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset | Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) and Viscount Valentia. 3 
Stanley,Rt.Hon.Lord ( Lanes. | Walrond, Rt.Hn. Sir WilliamH. ° 
Stewart, Sir MarkJ.M’Tageart | Warde, Colonel C. FE. d 
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“ And, it being after half-past Seven of a figure, but the large gain to existing | fi 
the clock, the Chairman lett the Chair te. proprietors of machinery would be small ¢ 
make his Report to the House. compared with the advantage to London p 
as a whole, industrially and economically, t] 
Committce report Progress; to sit Cheap electrical power meant that they 7 
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tiles dor Second Reading seem necessarily succeed in London, where the 
. 5 ice of coal was enormously enhanced; 
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plant was unsuited for the work. 


They | 


were founded for the supply of electric | 


light, and at the time of the maximum 
demand for light practically the whole 
of their plant was taken up in the supply 
of light, and the location of their 
generating stations was absolutely in- 
consistent with economy in coal and the 
ability to supply power cheaply. It was 
said that they were already supplying 
power at ld. or jd.; but that was only 
an ud captandum assertion. It happened 
that for a considerable period of the day 
in winter and for a longer period i 


summer they had plant more than 
sufficient to cope with the lighting 
demands, and, therefore, during such 


periods it paid them to supply power 
for the mere cost of the coal. He 
contended that it was only when 
power was sold as a by-product that 
the London companies ani  munici- 
palities could sell it cheaply. But they 
could not supply power sterlily at the 
same time that they were supplying the 
maximum demind for light. Therefore 
to supply the maximum demand for 
power more plant would be required. If 
they did it by combination—and he did 
not know how they could do that—-hey 
must raise the necessary capital exactly 
as this company was going to do, and 
must erect plant in the same locality 
and work on exactly the same lines. 


Was the establishment of the proposed 
company fair to the existing companies 
and municipalities ? He coatended that 
it would be grossly unfair for the latter to 
try to monopolise the supply of power. 
Theirs were essentially lighting under- 
takings, and stool on a wholly different 
footing from the supply of power, which 
was just as much a by-product with them 
as coke was a by-product in the manu- 
facture of gas. Then, again, the whole of 
their capital was profitably occupied with 
thesupply of light and was only just 
sifficient for that purpose. There were 
clauses in the Bill which provided that 
the company should not supply power in 
the districts of existing undertakers with- 
out the consent of the Board of Trade, 
and if that consent was given the com- 
pany would be p'aced under the same 
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requirements as those undertakers were | 


themselves. 


He believed it would be a} but 
great boon to existing companies and | districts.” 
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municipalities to be able to buy energy 
from this company on the terms on 
which it proposed to sell, that was to 
say, at a price at which they could not 
hope to produce it themselves. In his 
opinion the Londoa municipalities had 
taken a wrong line on this Biil. More- 
over, they were already beginning to see 
that it was to their true interest that 
this company shoild be established. 
Stepney, for inst ince, had agreed to take 
all further power from the company, and 
by so doing would save at a blow a quarter 

of a million of capital which would have 
had to be spent on genezating stations. 
The supply of electric power to London 
would some day become as rragis ant as 
the supply of water, and it might be 
necessaty in the interests of London to 
create an Electricity Board similar to 
the Water Board. If this were ever don, 
Parliament would have to decide who 
should be eatrusted with the undertaking. 
He would only add that in order to avoid 
the possibility of excessive claims by the 
company in the eveat of a purchase of 
the undertaking in the future, the come 
pany suggested that the Select Com nittee 
should settle the terms of purchase now, 
and that such terms should exclude any 
a'lowance for compulsory purchase, 
goodwill, or prospective value. He sub- 
mitted that nothing could be fairer than 
that. He hoped the House would give a 
Second Reading to the Bill. Ifthe House 
took the respons-bility on the Second 
Reading of withdrawing this Bill from 
the consideration of the Com: nittee up» 
stairs it might be doing an injury of great 
magnitude to London. 


Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) 
said he agreed that opposition should not 
b> offered to this Bill unless there was 
some strong reason for doing so upon 
grouns of public policy. Wailst he was 
anxious to give London the cherpest 
supply which it was possible to give, he 
d'ff-red from his hon. friend as to the 
way in which that object should be 
accom»lished. The House was asked to 
confer enormous and unprecedented 
powers of supplying energy upon a small 
speculative syndicate in no way connect-d 
with London. The company not only 
asked for powers in the Metropolitan area, 
added the words ‘and adjoining 
in the Metropolitan area and 
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a great part of these adjoining districts 
there was already available a supply of 
electrical energy in the hands of !ocal 
authorities and companies acting under 
statutory powers. The companies were 
bound to supply every one who required 
a supply, and at this moment, notwith- 
standing the assertions of his hon. friend, 
they were in a position to supply all 
present demands and all possible demands 
for ali purposes at a price not exceeding 
a Maximum which was liable to periodica! 
revision by the Board of Trade. 


Mr. TENNANT 
what time ? 


(Berwickshire): At 


Mr. REMNANT said if the hon. 
Member opposite would wait until the 
finish of his remarks he should be very 
glad to give some facts which would 
satisfy even him upon that point. 
These statutory undertakings were open 
to purchase by the local authorities after 
a certain period, and they were debarred 
from combining. These obligations 
might have been rightly imposed at the 
time when they were imposed, but at 
present the companies would be glad to 
be free from them, and to group them- 
selves together for the purpose of supply- 
ing electrical energy in bulk, In the 
belief that the Board of Trade would not 
give powers to any other body on more 
favourable conditions £14,000,C00 of 
public money had been provided. — It 
had been wiged that power and lighting 
ought to be divorced frcm one another. 
On the contrary. if electric companies 
were to be commercial successes, it was 
desirable that they should not be obliged 
to confire their work to one branch of 
electrical energy. 


sill was exceedingly unfair t® 
the existing authorities. It proposed 
to allow a speculative syndicate t® 
compete with them unhampered by 
the same restrictions, and to compete 
with them in the best and most remunera- 
tive part of the present supply. This 
unequal competition had been sanctioned 
by the Board of Trade, and it had been 
sanctioned although no fault had been 
found with the present companies or 
with the way in which they had been 
managed. These companies had done 


The 


their work extremely well, and no com- 


Mr. Remnant. 
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plaints were made against them; and 
yet the Board of Trade had sanctioned 
this free competition as against the 
restricted competition under which the 
companies now had to work. The exist- 
ing companies came into working 
existence under circumstances and condi- 
tions which, in his opinion, rendered 
their unfair disturbance now an actual 
breach of Parliamentary faith. He 
wished to remind the House that in the 
year 1882 when it was first suggested 
that these statutory powers should be 
given to these companies it was proposed 
that they should only be granted them 
for a term of twenty-one years. It 
turned out that they were unable to get 
from the public a sufficient amount of 
money sulscribed under those conditions 
to carry out their undertakings. They 
then applied to the Board of Trade, and 
after a considerable time had elapsed it 
was agreed that because the public would 
not subscribe the money at twenty-one 
years the period should be forty-two 
years ; and now before that period had ex- 
pired it was proposed to introduce a com- 
petitor into London free irom the restrie- 
tions imposed upon the existingcompanies, 
Where were they going to draw the line? 
From what he could gather, they would 
be only too glad to have an opportunity 
of being free from the restrictions Imposed 
upon them and of entering into free 
competition with any competitors the 
Board of Trade chose to allow to enter 
the area of London. Any monopoly on 
the part of the present companies was 
guarded against by a clause in the Act 
which allowed any competitor to come 
in, but that clause laid down also that 
any competitor should be subject to the 
same restrictions as they. If this Biull 
were allowed to pass the property of the 
companies would be diminished by no 
fault of their own, but because of a wrong 
impression that London itself was un- 
able to supply all the electric power needed 
and that it was necessary to go outside 
and allow a speculative syndicate to come 
into London and take the best part of the 
area. The Lords’ Committee recognised 
the hardships which would be intlicted 
on the companies, but in spite of that it 
was now proposed to allow the syndicate 
to come in unrestrained by the present 
restrictions imposed on the statutory 
companies. 


Power Company Bill. 
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He denied that the existing 
companies were unable to supply the 
total demand in 


hon. Member for North Hackney could 
not have got his facts from headquarters. 
He would take one company as an 
illustration which was supplying over 
40 per cent. of its total output for motive 
energy. [An Hon. MemBer: Name.] 
The company he referred to was the 


County of London Electric Supply 
Company. This company supplied 
11,000,000 units per annum, whereas 


their total capacity was 30,000,000 units 
per annum. What was true in this case 
was true in others, The great demand 
for electrical energy had only been 
created within the last few years, but, 
nevertheless, these statutory companies, 
reilising that they would have to do 
their best for London, had invested 
hundreds of thousands of pounds in 
order to provide for the demand which 
they saw rapidly approaching. The 
company to which he had_ alluded, 
although hampered by the restrictions 
which had been imposed upon them by 
the Board of Trale, was supplying large 
consumers with electric energy for ‘75 of 
a penny, or jd. per unit, and they had 
actually under offer the supply of power 
at a cost of *45 of a penny, Great 
injustice would be done to the public 
if this proposal was admitted, for it 
would take away the most remunerative 
part of the area of the present companies. 
As far as he could see and hear, Parlia- 
ment had never taken away rights which 
had been formally granted and upon the 
strength of which large sums had been 
expended. If this Bill were passed it 
would enable it to be said that business 
men could no longer rely on Parliament 
to protect the interests which it had 
itself brought into being and on the faith 
of which public money had been sub- 
s‘ribed and invested. The passage of a 
Bill of this character would seriously and 
detrimentally affect public confidence in 
such undertakings, and would go a very 
long way in the direction of handicapping 
new industries in this country. He 
hoped the House would refuse to 
sacrifice the interests of the whole com- 
munity for the aggrandisement of a 
speculative syndicate which came to 
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| London to do what London was quite 
able to do for itself. 

periods of stress. | 
He was afraid that upon this point the | 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea), in 
seconding the Motion for rejection, 
said that it was only the fortuneof 
the ballot that sent this Bill “to 
another place first, so that the Lon- 
don Members could not be heard on 
Second Reading. That was why the Bill 
should be debated now. The Committee 
of the House of Lords was entitled to 
respect ; but its Members were less com- 
mercially-minded than the Housej of 
Commons; and they seemed to be inno- 
cent of the wiles of the provincial 
promoter. The Lords’ Committee did 
not consider the most vital concession 
which had now been made by the 
promoters; they did not see the purchase 
clause which had been unloaded at the 
last hour to save this improper and 
dangerous Bill from destruction. That 
fact alone was sufficient reason for the 
rejection of the Bill. The new clause 
was not similar to other clauses of the 
kind. It was evasive, illusory, and in- 
definite as to the number of years, and 
innocent men like himself not used to 
Stock Exchange speculation, would say 
that it lent itself to marketable purposes 
more than similar clauses in existing 
companies Acts. The clause altered the 
Bill from top to bottom; yet neither the 
local authorities nor any of the other 
interests concerned had seen it, and it 
was really one of the most unsatisfactorv 
attempts to avoid a Second Reading re- 
jection he had ever seen. He was really 
surprised that the hon. Member for 
Hackney should appear as the advocate 
ot an organisation formed for the purpose 
of exploiting London, seeing that only 
two years back he supported and backed 
a Bill, the object of which was to prevent 
such a possibility. But how many more 
London Members would take the same- 
course ? 


Mr. BOUSFIELD: The majority of 
them. 

Mr. JOHN BURNS said that would be 
seen when the division was taken. At any 
rate, they would not support the Bil! for 
the re sons put forward by the hon. 
Member for Hackney, who said that he 
supported this Bill in the interests of 
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small industries. 
wish to go back to the hand-loom and 
the paleolithic order of industry? If he 
did, this Bill was the very opposite of 
what he wanted; for it would crush out 
many small undertskings. In the words 
of the American saving, ‘ Big fish eat 
little fish, and little fish have to eat mud,” 
and when the hon. Member urged the 
acceptance of this Bill “in the interests 
of the smaller industries of the East 
End,” he was defending the East End ina 
very remarkable way. The House heard 
a great deal about the unemployed in 
connection with this subject, and 
multi-millionaires had come to him with 
tears in their throats, ‘“ with bated breath 
and whispering humbleness,” to say, 
* John, in the interest of the unem- 
ployed, support our Bill.” But if the 
claim of the promoters true, it 
would rather damage the unemployed, be- 
cause itsobject was to cheapen production. 
But he would not trouble so much about 
that argument if this Bill were moral. 
honest, and equitable. The advance of 
michinery could not be resisted, and 
being an engineer he wes all for cheap 
energy, cheap light, and the summoning 
of the latent forces of nature to do man’s 
work. It was because he believed all 
this could be done better by other 
agencies that he opposed the Bill. 


was 


Then, as to the necessity for having 
cheap coal, many of the principal existing 
stations were already situated on the river, 
and some of the councils availed them- 
selves of the use of canals, so that they were 
able to get river and sexborne coal quite 
as cheaply as this company wou'd be able 
todo. As to power being a by: produ:t, 
Shoreditch alone last year sold 2.300,(00 
unitsofenergy for light and 1,200,010 units 
for power. How could it be called a by- 
product when from 40 to 50 per cent. of 
the total energy was supplied for 
power? The municipalities were not on 
the wrong line; they were where they 
were three years ago, when the hon. 
Member for Hackney supported a Bill 
for empowering borough councils to link 
up and buy out existing companies, 
and go in for a bulk undertaking. 
He appealed to provincial Members who 
attached importance to the principles of 
local government to support the 
municipalities of London. There were 


Mr. John Burns. 


{COMMONS} 
Did the hon. Member | 
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sixteen borough councils in Londo 
definitely against the Bill. Nearly all 
the extra-Metropolitan authorities whose 
jurisdiction the Bill invaded were also 
against it, and the City Corporation, 
which knew something about syndicates, 
especially in connection with electric 
light, was strongly with the borough 
councils against the Bill. Then ther: 
was the County Council, whose interest 
in this question was not that stated by 
his old emplover Sir George Taubman 
Goldie in The Times that morning. Sir 
George Taubman Goldie represented that 
he was primarily responsible for the 
County Council being in opposition to the 
Bill. That was not the cise. He 
admitted that he was fond of London, 
and generally stood up for it; but that 
was ‘a virtue, not a fault. If he were 
twitted with standing up for the present 
companies, he would remind the House 
of the old siying, “ Better te devil you 
know than the devil you wot not of.” 
The thirteen companies had many faults, 
but they had passed through many 
troubles and difficulties; and when a 
private enterprise asked for a Parliamen- 
tary guarantee for a term of years, 
during which it would exhaust its 
shareholders’ money in pursuit of a 
public object, Parliament ought to 
hesitate before casting these companies 
lightly on one side and subjecting them 
to an enterprise which had bigness for 
its justification, money for its present 
object, and lobbying and canvassing to 
an extent that would make a Philadelphia 
lawyer blush. There were twenty-nine 
private and public undertakings i: 
London working to produce light and 
power, and the House was asked to 
brush them on one side, that the borough 
councils should “scrap” their £6,000,000 
of plant raised by the money of the 
ratepayers, that the £14,000,000 invested 
in the thirteen companies should be 
ignored in the interests of an under- 
taking that had only bigness, but not 
greatiiess, as its claim to recognition. 
The justification of the policy was that 
London would get cheap electricity, 
because the existing undertakings could 
not produce it. This was not the case. 
He would take one typical case. St. 
Pancras had invested £460,000 of public 
capital in electric power. Last year the 
borough’s revenue was £75,000 gross, 
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with a net profit of £20,500. That 
profit went to supplying local works of 
utility which otherwise the borough 
would have had to do without unless 
they raised extra rates. Moreover, 
the borough council was able to 
sell electricity for light and power 
at the present moment at jd. per 


unit less than the company had 
offered to supply them five years hence. 
The justification for this company 


coming in was that they would supply 
power at jd. in five years time, But 
before that date arrived St. Pancras, 
Shoreditch, Battersea, and nine or ten 
other borough councils would be able to 
supply it at prices ranging from ld. to }d. 
It might be said that a profit of £20,009 
was too much. He would like to see the 
£20,000 profit of St. Pancras reduced by 
lowering the cost of light and power to 
consumers, but that was purely a matter 
for the Board of Trade. 


Where was the proof that the company 
would supply more cheaply ? Shoreditch 
obtained an offer from them to supply in 
bulk 750,000 units per annum, but their 
price was 1°25d., or "25d. more than the 
rate at Which Shoreditch could produce it 
for themselves. He could give nine or 
ten cases with similar figures. The charge 
tor power by Fulham was ld., Hammer- 
smith 1d., Shoreditch }d., Southwark 13d., 
Stepney 1d., St. Pancras jd. to Id., 
Woolwich lid. to 2d.., West Ham id. 
to Lid., Battersea 14d., Islington Id., 
and Poplar ld. to 13d. Therefore so far 
as cheapness Was concerned this Bill had 
no right to a Second Reading either for 
light or for power, It might be said that 
power was not cheap enough. Possibly 
not. But the way to cheapen it was not 
by reading the Bill of the company a 
second time, but by the Board of Trade 
pulling down the 10 or 14 ver cent. 
dividends of the existing companies by 
applying to them the sliding scale which 
was applied to gas companies. He asked 
the House to remember also that the 
horough councils had succeeded in 
cheapening light and power under 
restrictions as to territory which were 
ridiculous. i 

Sut it might be asked what 
were the works costs of the borough 
councils. The works costs of the borough 
councils were rapidly going down year 

VOL. CXLVHI, [Fourts Sertes.] 
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after year. Hammersmith in two years 
had reduced its works cost from 2d. to 
117d. per unit, Shoreditch from 2d. to 
Id. in three years, and St. Pancras from 
2d. to Id. in three years. The argument 
of the company was that they conld 
do things on a larger and, therefore, 
cheaper scale than the borough coun- 
cils, because they would get many big 
customers. But would they? They 
would not get Clifton Robinson’s Middle- 
sex Tramways, because they could pro- 
duce power more cheaply than this 
company, therefore the largest extra- 
Metropolitan consumer was out of the 
question. They would not get the Lon- 
don County Council tramways, because 
in two years time the Council would 
have its own generating station on the 
riverside and would be producing power 
at Id. Nor wasit likely that they would 
get the London, Brighton, and South 
Coast Railway, when they electrified, as 
they were making other arrangements. and 
the District Railway would produce their 
own. The Lots Road Station cost £2) 
per kilowatt, and althovgh this company 
said they would do it at £8, every engin- 
eer knew that they could not do it at less 
than the sum at which Messis. Yerkes 
and Perks had installed their station. 


The Bill was unprecedented and unfair. 
Under it the companies least able to 
resist would be attacked first, and by 
degrees the larger ones would be absorbed 
until in four or five years London would be 
inthe hands of a large syndicate runningon 
American lines, and weuld be faced with 
the same difficulties it had experienced in 
the past in connection with telephones, 
water, telegraphs, and other monopolies. 
Talk about London smoke was beside the 
question, for London smoke was dis- 
appearing from other causes, They had 
to thank Sir George Livesey and the 
introduction of 350,000 gas stoves for 
diminishing that nuisance. It would be 
a bad day for private enterprise and pub- 
lie probity when franchises solemnly and 
deliberately granted by Parliament, 
whether to private or public bodies, were 
torn up and ruthlessly thrown on one 
side. ‘lhe effect of that kind of thing in 
America had been the introduction of an 
unscrupulousness in public life that he 
did not wish to see here, and to over- 
borrowing in the Colonies. The House 


3B | 








might take it that when the hon, Mem- 
ber for Peckham and he were both 
opposed to the same Bill the reasons for 
their attitude were unanswerable. The 
eternal equities were on the side of both 
of them when they were fighting against 
a measure of this kind. It was because 
he believed that this measure was inimical 
to the best interests of London from 
every point of view that he seconded the 
Amendment, and trusted the provincial 
Members would put their financial specu- 
lation or private prejudices on one side 
and reject the Bill by an overwhelming 
majority, 


Mr. REMNANT, by leave of his 
seconder and the House, substituted for 
his Amendment the following :—‘‘ That 
this House declines to read the Bill a 
second time until the House has come to 
a decision upon the Supply of Electricity 
Bill.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out all the words from the word 
‘that,’ and add the words ‘this House declines 
to read the Bill a second time until the House 
has come to decision upon the Supply of 
Electricity Bill.’”—(Mr. Remnant.) 
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Question proposed, ‘‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


THE 
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for decision in the House. Having con- 
sidered it they must come to some opinion 
about it, and it was equally the duty of 
the representative of that Department in 
the House to state what that opinion was 
and give as discreetly as he could the 
reasons in favour of that opinion. 


This particular subject had been most 
carefully considered by the Board of 
Trade for many reasons. He had himself 
received a larger number of deputations 
in regard to it than he had ever 
received on any subject of this kind since 
he was connected with the Board of 
Trade. He had, therefore, heard every 
point for or against the Bill from those 
interested in it. Considering this question 
from the point of view of what the action 
of the Board of Trade should be, it 
seemed to him that there were two con- 
siderations only to be kept before them, 
The first was, would this Bill give a cheap 
supply of power ina reasonable time for 
manufacturing purposes in London ? The 
second, which he deemed equally impor- 
tant, was, admitting that a cheap supply 
would be given, could it be given without 
injustice to existing bodies—companies 
of local authorities—which were engaged 
in the supply of electricity 2 It was not 
possible to exaggerate the importance of 
a cheap supply of electricity for London, 
which was not only a great manufacturing 


|town, but the greatest manufacturing 
'town in the kingdom. 
| prise some hon. Members. 
PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- | self how important a manufacturing city 


That might sur- 
He knew him- 


TARY to tHe BOARD or TRADE /it was; but until he had the figures 
(Mr. Bonar Law, Glasgow, Blackfriars) | looked up he had no idea that there were 


said he always listened with pleasure to 
speeches from the hon. Member for 
Battersea on occasions of this kind. His 
speech just delivered was even more 
interesting than usual, and what must 
have particularly impressed the House 
was the exceedingly eloquent way in 
which he protested against the “lobbying” 
of Members of this House in favour of 
this particular measure. He wished to say 
at the outset that the question before 
the House was not a Government ques- 
tion. It would be left to the decision of 
the House; there would be no Govern- 
ment tellers; but it must be obvious 
that this was exactly the kind of ques- 
tion which it was the duty of the Board 





of Trade to consider before it came up 
Mr. John Burns, 


employed in factories in this city as 
many people as in Glasgow, Birming- 
ham, Manchester, or any of the largest 
of our provincial cities. No single 
consideration, therefore, was more im- 
portant than a supply of cheap power 
for London’s machinery. That was 
proved, if necessary, by the fact that 
when the motive power was steam 
manufacturing centres grew up where 
there was a cheap supply of coal. Some 
Members of the House would hardly 
realise to what an extent, even in this 
country, during the last five or six years 
electricity had taken the place of steam 
aS a motive power. In other countries, 
he was sorry to say, they wera ahead of 


us in this respect. 
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It was evident that nothing could 
be more important to every manu- 


facturer than that there should 
be a cheap supply of electricity for 
motive power. It was far more | 


important for London for two reasons. 
First, in London there was a great 
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. | 
amount of manufacturing on a com-| 


paratively small scale, and it was 
obviously impossible for the small 
manufacturer to afford to get the plant 
for driving his machinery. It was 
extremely important, then, in London, 
that there should be a cheap supply of 


motive power, which was easily sub- | 


divided, and could be taken on user on a 
small scale. Secondly, the price of coal 
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that this claim for cheapness was vun- 
founded and that the Bill would not 
give the cheapness, he thought counsel 
would have preferred that argument. 
There was another way of testing the 
question by experience. The promoters 
had been spoken of as a speculative 


syndicate. Of course all private 
‘companies were presumably looking 
after their own interests, and it 
'was not any part of his business 


' 


was high in London, owing to the ex- | 


pense of handling it. 


This scheme | 


proposed to get over that disadvantage; | 


coal was to be used and 
generated at the banks of the river, 
whence the power would be sent. This 
would to a large extent get rid of the 
handicap under which manufacturers 
were now placed in Lonaon through the 
comparatively high price of coal. 
Manufacturers were also often handi- 
capped in London because the ground 
was particularly dear. 


electricity | 


The object and justification of | 
this Bill, if it had a justification, | 
was that, owing to the size of 


London, electricity could be supplied 
cheaper there than anywhere else. The 
question was, however, would this Bill 
give a cheap supply such as he had 
described ? His hon. friend the Member 
for Battersea said it would not give that 
cheap supply. This very point was 
debated for six weeks before the House 
of Lords Committee. 


this claim for cheapness could not be 


to examine that question. He noticed, 
however, that on that subject the Chair- 
man of the Committee said it was 
unnecessary for counsel to say anything 
—that they were entirely satisfied on 
that point. So he thought it might be 
assumed that the syndicate were able to 
carry out the obligations they undertook. 
The promoters of the Bill were to a large 
extent the same men who had successfully 
carried out a similar undertaking on the 
Tyne, where there had been as a result 
little less ‘than a revolution, The effect 
of that power company had been to 
change the whole appearance of the north 
side of the river, and some of the largest 
manufacturers had taken their electricity 
from the company, many of them 
actually scrapping their own electric 
plant because they could get power so 
much cheaper from thecompany. These 
facts seemed to him to prove that this 
method of centralisation was by far the 


| cheapest way in which the motive power 


could be obtained. He was convinced 
himself that this Bill would undoubtedly 


| give cheap power to the manufacturers 


The aim of the 
opponents of the Bill was to show that | 


| 


justified, but as far as he could judge by | 


an examination of the evidence that 
attempt completely broke down. There 
was one debating point which the House 
would appreciate. 
who supported the companies in the 
opposition to the Bill, a man second to 
none at the Parliamentary Baur, laid stress 
on cheapness not heing everything. 
That was a familiar sentiment. with 
which he had a great deal of sympathy ; 
but, if the learned counsel could have 
said, with any chance of being believed, 


The learned counsel | 





in London, and from the Board of Trade 
and the public point of view he was 
bound to say that one consideration of 
more importance than any other was that 
the manufacturer should get that cheap 
supply of electricity. 


Whether that could be done with- 
out injustice to the existing bodies 
was the second question, and he said 
at once that he was not going 
to speak in the same positive way 
at all in regard to that question. He 
did not feel competent to do it, and he 
thought, indeed, that it was a question 
that could not be fairly settled by a 
Second Reading debate in the House of 
Commons. Ex parte statements were 
made on both sides. The facts stated by 
the hon. Member for Battersea might be 
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quite true, but they had no meaning 
unless they were examined. The hon. 
Member did not deny that unless the 
company supplied electricity for power 
purposes at jd. it could not get its 
standard dividend, which would be 8 per 
cent, 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I compared 
light with light, average price with 
average price, and exceptional price 
with exceptional price, and if the 
hon. Member opposite goes into the 
matter he will find that in each ease the 
prices are lower. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said if that state- 
ment was accurate it entirely contradicted 
ull the evidence that had been given to 
him on the subject. It was one of those 
statements which must be subject to 
cross-examination. At all events this 
company could not get its dividend if 
the average price exceeded three farthings. 
Therefore it must give electricity for 
power purposes at prices at which it had 
not been supplied up to now in London. 


But this question should be referred to a 
Committee for another reason. If Com- 
mittees of Parliament had one use more 
than another, it was to protect vested 
interests. The fact that a Committee of 
the House of Lords had passed the Bill 
with protection to the existing companies 
showed that they thought they had ful- 
filled that duty. He did not say they 
had. The proper course was to have 
their opinion checked by the opinion of a 
Committee of that House who could exa- 
mine the protection given, and satisty 
themselves that it was adequate. What 
was the nature of the protection given 
in this case? Who were the bodies who 
were said to be unjustly treated? The 
interest of the London County Council in 
the matter was really very small. Their 
interest really was in the future. They 
had themselves brought forward Bills on 
previous occasions, and they would like 
in the future to do very much the same 
thing that this company wanted to do. 
Frankly, he thought that was not the 
best way to get it done. It was a kind 
of business which could only be secured 
by extreme business push and energy, 
and by taking risks which local authori- 
Mr. Bonar Law. 
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ties ought not to take. He did not think 
the proposal of the County Council was 
practical politics. The Member for 
Battersea made a speech on this subject 
to the County Council a few months ago. 
It had been suggested that if they op- 
posed this Bill they must have an alterna- 
tive scheme. He was rather surprised at 
the indignation of the hon. Member in re- 
gard to Sir George Goldie’s letter. He had 
heard many compliments paid to the hon, 
Member for Battersea, but he had never 
heard one equal to that contained in the 
letter written by Sir George Goldie, who 
mentioned the name of the hon. Member 
<o Many times that it gave one the im- 
pression that the London County Council 
and the hon. Member for Battersea 
were exactly the same identity. At the 


‘meeting he referred to the hon. Member 


replied with a simile derived from a 
pugilistic source, and said his alternative 
was a policy of “One down, the other 
come on.” Tf that was the Couneil’s 
policy, it did not hold out an early 
prospect of a cheap supply oi electricity. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said his individual 
view must not be mistaken for the official 
view of the Council. He suggested that if 
the Council offered an alternat ve plan the 
eXisting companies would base upon it a 
claim for too generous treatment. His 
advice was that the Council should adopt 
the principle of “One down, the other 
come on.” Then would be the time to 
make #n alternative proposal. In the 
meantime, he appealed to the Council 
only to go on contending against this 
Bill, 


Mr. BONAR LAW said he did not 
think his interpretation was very unfair. 
If that was the alternative. they would 
have long to wait for cheap electricity. 
He did not say that the existing com- 
panies would not be subjected to serious 
competition. But to say that they 
would be subjected to competition was 
not to prove injustice. It must be 
remembered that many of the existing 
companies had forced their way into 
localities that other companies or 
municipal authorities were already 
supplying, against the opposition of the 


existing authorities, and they were 

















as 
Cc 
th 
su 
m: 
ex 
as 
Wa 





=> lc. VF tlC( YS 

















1429 London & District Electric 


allowed to do so because Parliament 
-upposed that competition was a 
good thing and not a bad thing. 
Th» companies now said that this com- 
petition was unfair competition. That 
was really the crux of the question. In 
what respect was it unfair competition 4 
The first contention was in regard to 
purchase. That had now been dropped ; 
but, as he understood, what the Com- 
mittee of the House of Lords said was 
that they would be glad to leave the 
question of purchase in the hands of a 
Committee of this House to decide, and 
therefore this portion of the argument as 
to unfairness of competition fell to the 
zround. What was far more important 
to the companies, and what was really 
the difficulty of this Bill, was that the 
companies were limited in their area, 
while the administrative company was 
allowed to cover a very large area. A 
great deal of what had been said about 
the action of the Board of Trade was 
beside the mark. These companies were 
perfectly free, if they had seen that this 
demand was coming, to come to Parlia- 
ment exactly as this company had done. 


But though these companies were entitled | 


‘oO justice and fair treatment, they were 
not entitled to a monopoly, 
companies had proposed to come in as a 
body amalgamated to supply power to 
the whole of London, it would really have 
m:ant that there would be a monopoly, 
whereas now, whether it was just or 
unjust, from the consumers’ point of 
view this, instead of being a monopoly, 
tended in the direction of getting a 
cheaper supply of electricity. He held, 
therefore, that an amalgamation of 
these companies would have had no 
chance of passing Parliament, and if we 
were to have a cheaper supply of 
‘lectricity at all, all that Par'iament 
ought to do was to ses that every pos- 
sible protection was given to the existing 
companies, 


The protection given by the Bill 
as amended by the House of Lords’ 
Committee was a great deal more 
than hon. Members would have as- 
sumed from the speeches which had been 
made in that House. In the case of an 
existing company being able to supply 
as cheaply as the new company, there 
was absolutely no room for competition 
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at all. The fact was that the conipany 
could not sell one unit of electricity in 
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‘the area of any supplying company until 


it had proved to the satisfaction of the 
Board of Trade that they could supply 
at a price which the existing company 
could not touch, and before this clause 
about purchase was put in there was 
this further protection that, in making 
that estimate, the Board of Trade had 
to take into account that the com. 
panies were subject to purchase, and tha‘ 
allowance ought to be made for a sinking 
fund. But, assuming that the new 
undertaking could supply ever so much 
more cheaply than the companies, then 
there was protection, too. In that case 
the companies were entitled to go to the 
new body and say—‘‘ You are taking 


' from us the cream of our business. It is 


not tair. We do not want to be left 
with what remains. You are bound to 
supply us with our total supply of 
electricity at a price which will enable 
us to Sell to consumers and to make a 
profit.’ And the Board of Trade were 
to be the judge of whether that profit 
was reasonable or unreasonable. That 
seemed to be a greater protection than 
probably was ever given by Act of 
Parliament before. It really amou ited 
to this, that in the worst case the com- 
panies could be sure of getting a profit 
without any risk. He was not com- 
petent to say whether that protection 
was adequate or not; but he did say it 
was an enormous protec‘ion, and it would 
rest with the Committe of this Hoise, if 
the Hous: «allowed the Bill to go upstairs, 
to examine whether it was adequate or 
not, and, if it was not, to provide further 
protection, if further prot-:ctioi were 
possible. 


- The hon. Member for Battersea, 
dealing with the question of outlay, sail 
that, if the new company came in selling 
electricity so cheaply, the municipalities 
who had an immense amount of capital 
invested in generating stations would 
have to “scrap” their plant. That was 
really a question of arithmetic. It came 
to this, that, if the existing companies 
found that they could get their supply 
so much cheaper than they could make 
it themselves, it would pay them to take 
it from the company, and still make a 
profit sufficient in a reasonable number of 
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years to pay the value of their existing 
plant, then it would be good business to 
do that. Municipalities might find them- 
selves in the same position as manufac- 
turers on the Tyne, and find that it would 
pay them better to ‘‘scrap ” their existing 
plant, because they could buy electricity 
for distribution at a cheaper rate than they 
could produce it. Another point should 
be kept in mind, and that was the danger 
from the growth of municipal indebted- 
ness. It was stated in evidence on behalf 
of one of the best managed of the electrical 
lighting authorities that they had in ecn- 
templation the expenditure of £250,000 
on generating plant, but when the Bill 
was passing through Committee they 
changed their minds, and came to the 
conclusion that they would be able to 
buy electricity cheaper than they could 
produce it, making an equal profit and 
being free from the obligation of the 
£250,000 indebtedness. The House 
should not lightly dismiss the possi- 
bility for municipalities obtaining elec- 
tricity at thischeap rate. After all, the 
interest of a municipality was not in 
making a profit out of what they sold, 
their interest was the prosperity of their 
district. If it was a fact that they could 
obtain the electricity cheaper, then there 
was a good case for the Bill, 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 
said that no one could have listened to 
the interesting speech of the Secretary to 
the Board of Trade without seeing that 
there were important points involved in 
the Second Reading of the Bill now before 
the House, No one could deny that it 
was of great importance, particularly in 
the East End of London, that electricity 
for manufacturing purposes should be 
supplied as cheaply as possible. Whether 
a cheaper supply of power could be given 
for those purposes depended entirely on 
the nature of the area and the conditions 
under which the supply was to be given. 
If the existing producers of electrical 
power were to have the same facilities 
as were proposed to be given to 
the new company under this Bill, 
then he said they could supply it at as 
cheap a rate for manufacturing purposes. 
He admitted that nothing could be more 
important than the question of a cheap 
supply in the reasonably immediate 


Mr. Bonar Law. 
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future, but he did not believe that either 
in the immediate future or the long run 
they would attain that result by over- 
loading the electrical industry with 
capital. It was astrong element that they 
should have the supply of light and 
power in the same hands. There could 
be no doubt that electricity could be 
supplied at a cheaper rate when the 
supply for light and pewer was in the 
same hands. The important point upon 
which the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade expressed some doubt was whether 
the powers in the Bill could be given 
without injustice to existing bodies sup- 
plying electrical energy. Who were the 
existing bodies ? The existing bodies were 
really the ratepayers and the shareholders 
ofany existing company, and, as regards 
those two interests, there ought to be no 
difference of treatment at all. Both were 
entitled to fair treatment ; and the whole 
question was this—Could they give the 
powers sought in this Bill, having regard 
to the conditions imposed on existing 
authorities and the companies, without 
treating them unfairly in the sense 
of breaking a Parliamentary bargain 
on the faith of which they had invested 
their money in the undertakings? 
No terms which the Committee laid down 
could possibly take away the initial in- 
juste which would certainly be done 
if the House gave a Second Reading to 
this Bill. 


This question began in 1882, 
when the terms and conditions were so 
hard that the progress of the electrical 
industry was practically stifled in this 
country. It was stifled because the then 
Board of Trade imposed such hard con: 
ditions that no capitalist would come 
forward and invest his money in the 
electrical-energy industry of this country. 
The result was that an Act was passed 
in 1888 giving better terms, and, to his 
mind, the whole question of justice, so 
far as the Second Reading of this Bill 
was concerned, turned on those conditions, 
Having recalled to the House what were 
the restrictions and limitations imposed 
by the Board of Trade within the London 
area, the hon. Member submitted that the 
fact that the Bill had somehow been read a 
second time in the first instance before the 
House of Lords was no reason why this 


House should not exercise its independent 
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judgment, and, if the House came to the | 


conclusion that the powers now sought 
could not be granted without injustice 
to, andunfair competition with, existing 
interests, they ought to throw, out the 
Bill. If this Bill were passed they would 
have a company with practically un- 
limited area, not subject to any of the 
restrictions which now affected existing 
companies, placed in a position of unfair 
competition contrary to the whole policy 
of the Act of 1888 and to the settlement 
airived at since. It would in the end 
mean wasting a large amount of capital 


‘and be an additional burden upon that 


cheapness of supply which all admitted 
to be necessary. At the present moment 
something like £20,000,000 was invested 
in the London area in electrical supply, 
partly by ratepayers and partly by 
shareholders, and he protested strongly 
against the rarepayers being subjected to 
that unfair competition. They gave 
unfair competition to the detriment of 
every one who had found capital on the 
birgain originally made under the Board 
of Trade and sanctioned by that House 
whenever a Provisional Order had been 
brought forward. It seemed ludicrous 
to hear the Secretary to the Board of 
Trade talk about the small concern. 
Under the existing powers the companies 
were bound to supply the small concern. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: My hon. friend 
is distinctly mistaken as to the facts. If 
this company comes into any area it comes 
under the same obligation to supply any- 
body in it as any other company. 


Mr. CRIPPS said it would not go into 
the poor areas, but into those areas where 
they got the cream of fhe business. That 
was not the position of the existing com- 
panies, which wire bound to go there. 


Mr. BONAR LAW: If they do not 
go into an area then they cannot compete. 
If they do compete, they must go into 
the area. 


Mr. CRIPPS did not think that was an 
effective argument. He contended that 


they would leave poor areas. That took , 
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away the argument as to cheap supply 
to poor areas, and made the competition 
most unfair. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD said this company 
could not compete with any company at 
all unless it undertook the whole obliga- 
tion of that company as regarded supply- 
ing throughout the area of that company, 
whether the area was rich or poor. 


Mr. CRIPPS said that what the hon. 
and learned Gentleman said did not touch 
his point, because a power of selection of 
the richest areas would be given to this 
company, whereas the old companies had 
to bear the burdens and obligations to 
which he had referred. Let them main- 
tain in Parliament the great principle 
which was the greatest encouragement to 
capital and industry—-namely, that the 
poor or the rich man in subscribing to an 
undertaking under a Parliamentary bar- 
gainshould be able to feel certain that that 
bargain would be observed. That was 
the great principle they were discussing 
on the Second Reading of this Bill. He 
was not going into the minor matter 
relating to St. Pancras or into the ques- 
tion of municipal trading, but the share- 
holders of the existing companies were 
entitled to be protected. The initial 
mistake—if mistake it was—was to give 
them these powers, but, having given them, 
the companies should not be treated in an 
unfair and unjust manner. The House 
would be well advised, whatever might be 
done in a Committee of the other House, 
not to be led away from that great 
principle by this cry of a cheap supply of 
power for London. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) said that 
in the few words he wished to say on this 
subject he need hardly say he spoke for 
himself. The question had been debated 
at great length and with great ability. 
He did not propose to discuss the ques- 
tion either of the right or claims of the 
municipalities or the vested interests of 
existing companies. He only wished to 
deal with what struck him as the broad, 
general position in which the House found 
itself. This was a proposal to create 
a gigantic company which was likely to 
absorb and dominate the whole power 
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He would not call it 
a monopoly, because the promoters denied 
that it was a monopoly; but he thought 
it was, at any rate, very likely to become 


supply of London, 


a monopoly, There were two other plans 
before the House; the plan of leading 
the smaller companies to do that work ; 
and the planof leading the municipalities 
to do it. The 


present in a position to express any 


House was not at 


opinion on such large and great issues as 
these were. He contended that the House 
could not in a debate of three hours deal 
with all the questions involved in this 
proposal. Nor was this a matter, as it 
appeared to him, fit for the deliberation 
of an ordinary Private Bill Committee, 
especially a Committee which was to be 
appointed in the middle of July. 
vast proposals ought 


These 
to have been 
examined and determined by a strong 
special Committee like that which had 
dealt with the general question of electric 
power supply. In its ultimate results 
this question was quite as large as the 
question of London traffic, which had 
been investigated by a Royal Commission. 
Parliament had to think of the general 
interests of the people of London. Were 
those questions fit for a Private Bill 
Committee? He was told that it was a 
hardship to the promoters to put them 
off another year. If that were the case, 
still it was no reason why the House should 
now take this decisive and irrevocable 
step. Without expressing any opinion 
as to the merits of the scheme or the 
decision which the House might ulti- 
mately take, he could not but feel that 
a Bill of thisimmense magnitude and 
of such far-reaching consequences ought 
not, without very much further inquiry 
than could be given at this period of the 
Mr. Bryce. 
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session, to be left to a Private Bill 


Committee. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) said 
his right hon, friend had introduced a new 
suggestion into the debate, which came 
for the first time—viz., that the main 
question was not for this House to deal 
He could not 
but think that the question was essenti- 


with at the present time. 


ally one for this Hous: to determine. 
He should have thought that the House 
had nearly all the materials they desired 
for forming a judgment on the broad 
He shou'd have thought that 
the question involved in the Bill was not 


question. 


one for any Commission or Parliamentary 
inquiry of this kind, but one of broad 
principle for the House to decide upon. 
In the East of London there was an 
enormous area which was very insuffi- 
ciently, if at all, supplied with electric 
power. The total machinery employed 
was equal to 497,000 horse power, and the 
present electric lighting authorities were 
only capable of supplying 16,172 horse 
That showed, in itself, that there 
was a want in London which, to his mind, 


power. 


was essentially one for the consideration 


of this House. Electr.city was as 
essential <s machinery; without it we 
could not possibly keep up to the modern 
and industrial standard. It was im- 
possible that justice should be done to 
the industrial chances of the people of 
London unless some step of this kind 
were taken. That was a broad question 
for the House to decide upon—was this 
He would like to 


ask his hon. and learned friend opposite 


to be done or not? 


whether he held that after an exhaustive 
inquiry into this matter before a Com- 


mittee of another House they should 
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reject the Bill zn toto and should not send 
it upstairs even for inquiry. If the Bill 
went upstairs it wou ld be open to further 
consideration. Why were the existing 
companies afraid, if it were true that they 
could supply power at 3d. ? 

Mr. REMNANT: What about the con- 
ditions laid down by the Board of Trade ? 
That is the main point. All these com- 
panies are subject to a bargain entered 


into with the Board of Trade. 


Mr. HALDANE said surely the hon. 
Member heard the speech made by the 
hon. Member who represented the Board 
of Trade. 


Mr. REMNANT said it never touched 
the point. 


Mr. HALDANE would have thought 
that the speech of the hon. Member for 
Glasgow touched the point most closely. 
He that the Board 
of Trade had imposed this condition, 
that they took the 
regard to the sinking fund into account 
in allowing a differential rate to the 
private companies. He would have 
thought that the hon. Member had 
shown most clearly that the Board of 
Trade took into account all the obliga- 
tions which the private companies were 
under. But there, again, the question 
was surely one for the Committee upstairs. 
It was a complicated and difficult matter 
which had to be looked into most closely, 
but why should they reject the Bill on 
These were not days in 
which we could stand still. The House 
of Commons, after all, had to look to the 
interests of the industries of the country. 


shown clearly 


obligations in 


that account ? 
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people put up for greater industrial 
facilities, when they found an opportunity 
of giving them the chance of putting 
themselves on a level with their com- 
petitors, then he would say that the 
House should pause before it rejected 
such a Bill as this. He trusted that no 
mistaken notion of the rights of munici- 
palities would prevent the House from 
sanctioning the principle of a measure 
which at least would give an opportunity 
of considering whether something sub- 
stantial could not be done to further the 
industrial interests of the people of 
London. 


*Mre. JOHN ELLIS  (Nottingham- 
shire, Rushcliffe said that, having 
given much time to the consideration 


of the question, and having listened 
carefully to the debate, he had no 
hesitation in according his vote against 
the Second Reading of the Bill. He 
asked the House to pause before giving 
the Bill a Second Reading. It involved 
not only the question of electricity, but 
the much greater question which was so 
ably put befor: the House by the hon. 
and learned Member for Stretford, of 
Parliamentary guarantees. That was 
the point which weighed most in his 
mind. He desired to draw the attention 
of the House to a Return of last session 
respecting the granting of powers for 
electric supply to a number of companies 
throughout the land. Parliament had 
granted in 1901-2-3 large powers to 
England 
for energy, 
and yet in many large areas very 
little progress had been made in the 
In the Mid- 
land counties these powers had been 
In the 


various companies all over 


the supply of electric 


exercise of these powers. 


hastily. fact, 
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only part of England in which the 
Return showed that these powers were 
carried out to any satisfactory purpose 
was the district of Newcastle. But 
Newcastle stood on its own feet, and 
they could not prophesy what this 
company might do in London from what 
its promoters, who were the same persons, 
had done in Newcastle. He did not 
know the amount of capital laid out 
in electric undertakings in London by 
municipalities and companies was, but 
it must be very large indeed. It could 
not be just to allow a new company 
better 
The main question was the Parlia- 


to come in on much term8. 


mentary bargain which had been entered 
into, and he hoped the House would 
not tamper with that bargain. The 
matter might well wait, as the right 
hon. Member for Aberdeen suggested, 
for inquiry by a strong Committee, He 
hoped the House would refuse the 


Second Reading. 


Mr. GUEST (Plymouth) said it had 
been conceded that on this occasion the 
House of Commons had a very difficult 
duty to perform, and that difficulty had 
been aggravated by importing into the 
Second Reading debate questions which 
properly belonged to Committee. His 
hon. friend the Member for Battersea 
had given some figures to the House, 
but these differed from the figures given 
in evidence before the House of Lords 
Committee ; and it was perfectly obvious 
that they were at present quite incom- 
petent to decide which set of figures was 
He contended that this Bill 
brilliant and 


correct. 


offered to London the 


flattering prospect, from a commercial 
Mr. John Ellis. 
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point of view, of being transformed from 
the worst equipped to the best equipped 
the world. It 
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industrial centre in 


seemed to him that it would be wrong to 


reject, on the slender evidence before 
them, a scheme so fraught with profit to 
London and certain to react on all the 
At any rate he 
insisted that a prima facie case had been 
made out for a Second Reading. The 
great question raised had been that of 
doing justice to the existing companies ; 
but it was perfectly obvious that their 
special claims could not possibly be 
considered by this House under present 
conditions. Committees existed for 
the purpose of adjudicating between 
various conflicting interests, and he 
thought it would be a very unfortunate 
thing if the Bill were not sent to a Com- 


mittee. 


Mr. CUMMING MACDONNA (South- 
wark, Rotherhithe) rose to state that 
both sides of the House by their action 
had adopted and hitherto adhered to the 
principle that local authorities should 
have the management of their own 
affairs. The Liberals when they brought in 
their Local Government Bill by the right 
hon. Member for Wolverhampton, «nd the 
Conservatives acting in the same manner 
when introducing the Boroughs Bill for 
London, It was a strange anomaly that 
now, when the opportunity had arisen 
for the exercise of their just rights, they 
both should be ridden over rough-shod by 
a syndicate from Newcastle, he earnestly 
protested on behalf of Bermondsey and 


Rotherhithe against so great an injustice. 


Question put. 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 198; Noes, 158. (Division List No. 249.) 
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Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R( Northants. 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M 
Stock, James Henry 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Healey 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomkinson, James 

Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wallace, Robert 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.Sir William H. 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset 
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Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E. R. | 
Wilson, John Glasgow 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh. N. | 


Allen, Charles P. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bailey, James (Walworth 
Baker, Joseph Allen 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, John Williams 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
3oulnois, Edmund 

Brigg, John 

Bright, Allen Heywood 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 

3ull, William James 

3uxton, NE.( York, NR,Whitby 
Buxton, SydneyCharles(Poplar 
Caldwell, James 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Carvill, Partick Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Chapman, Edward 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Coates, Edward Fectham 
Cogen, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crooks, William 

Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 
Devlin, CharlesRamay(Galway 
Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Rt.Hn.Sir JosephC. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir Fred Dixon 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, Sir George 

Duffy, William J. 

Duke, Henry Edward 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Dyke,Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Ellis, John Edward (Notts.) 
Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W.) 
Fellowes, Rt. Hn. Ailwyn Edw. 





Main Question put, and agreed to, | 


London & District Electr {COMMONS} 


| 
| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
| Freeman-Thomas, Captain F. | 
Galloway, William Johnson | 
| Gardner, Ernest | 
| Goddard, Daniel Ford 
| Gore, Hon. 8. F. Ormsby- 
| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


| Harwood, George 


| Kilbride, Denis 
| Labouchere, Henry 


| Lewis, John Herbert 


| Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Bristol, S. | 


Wodehouse, Rt.Hn,E.R. Bath) | 
Worsley-Taylor, Henry Wilson | 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George | 


NOES. 


Fenwick, Charles | 
Firench, Peter 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue | 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster.Philip S.(Warwick,S. W | 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene.Sir E W(B’rySEdm/’nds | 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J. Keir( Merthyr Tydvil | 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Henderson, Sir A. (Stafford, W. | 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversham 
Hutchinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. | 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swansea | 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W | 


Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland- Barratt, Francis 
Levy, Maurice 


Lloyd-George, David 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 


Lough, Thomas 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lundon, W. 

Macdona, John Cumming 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Bousfield and Mr. Ten- 
nant. 


Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamstow 
Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 


Mount, William Arthur 
Murphy, John 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


| O’ Brien, Kendal( Tipperary, Mid 


O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 


O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Parker, Sir Gilbert 


| Parrott, William 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 


Reddy, M. 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Shackleton, David James 
Shipman, Dr. John George 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thoinas 

Stanley, Rt. Hon. Lord (Lanes. 
Stewart, Sir Mark J.M‘Taggart 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tuff, Charles 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Walker, Col. William Hall 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 


Mr. Remnant and Mr. John 
Burns. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 























1445 Consolidated Fund 
CONSOLIDATED FUND (No, 2) BILL. 
(THIRD READING. ] 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question ‘proposed 
“That the Bill be now read the third 


time. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
moved that this Bill be rejected, and did 
so simply to call the attention, not 
pethaps of the House, but of the 


publie to the very shocking system 
of maladministration of 
in the British Army at the present 
time. When the 
under exceptiona! legislation, as it was 
by the Army Annual Act, and when 


taken from the 


martial law 


Army was put 


certain liberties were 
soldiers, there was this protection, that 
there should be a Minister in this House 
responsible to this House for the way 
in which the exceptional law was ad- 
ministered. The Judge-Advocate General 
had always been a man of considerable 
eminence at the bar, and he was made 
a Privy Councillor. And why ? Because 
the Army was still the King’s Army. He 
was a Minister, not only responsible to 
this House, but to the King. It was his 
prerogative to approach the King person- 
ally, and lay before His Majesty the 
letters of Courts-martial and give the 
King advice in reference to these Courts- 
The Judge-Advocate General 


was also responsible to this House by 


mart lal. 


way of Motion and interjection as to how 
martial law was administered. On several 
occasions Commissions were appointed 
to make inquiries with reference to the 
way in which this House should be made 
cognisant of the administration of martial 
law; and the last Commission reported 
that the office of Judge-Advocate General 
should be maintained. Then came the 


{6 JULY 
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| appointment of Sir’ Francis Jeune, after- 


wards Lord St. Helier, in 1892, who 
continued in office until 1904, with Sir 
John Stocks as Deputy Judge- Advocate 
General. But now, under this constitu- 
tional Government, there was no one 
to the House as to how 
was administered! The 


responsible 

marual law 
present gentleman who acted as Deputy 
Judge-Advocate General was not a 
Minister in this House; he was not a 
Privy Councillor, and had no right of 
personal access to the Crown, and could 
not even be appointed to a County 
Court Judgeship. He maintained that 
that was an intolerable position. The 
duty of the Judge-Advocate General was 
to revise the decisions of Courts-martial. 
In 1900 there were 17,794 Courts-martial, 
torty-seven of the decisions of which were 
quashed. In 1901 19,000 
Courts-martial,thedecisionsof sixty-seven 


there were 


of which were quashed; and in 1902 
there were 14,000 Courts-martial, the 
decisions of forty-seven of which were 
quashed. On occasion the Deputy Judge- 
Advocate General had to review the 
decision of as many as twenty-four Courts- 
That would be 
laughable, but .t was cruel to the men 


He would give 


martial in a few hours, 


who were subject to it. 
a concrete instance. A Court-martial 
was held a short time ago in a town in 
Ireland on a young lad who had been 
betraved into one act of drunkenness. 
The unfortunate boy was arrested, tried 
by Court-martial, pleaded guilty, and was 
sentenced to a term of imprisonment. 
Sut in the same regiment a well-favoured 
serjeant had been three times convicted 
of drunkenness and let off with a caution. 
In order to protest against the way in 
which martial law was administered, he 
moved that this Bill be read a third time 
this day six months. 
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Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College Green) | the Admiralty, and to appoint to this 


seconded the Motion. | office not a Judge of the High Court, 
jue a lawyer of eminence, who would 
Amendment proposed— isatisfy all the conditions laid down by 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the | the Leader of the Opposition. The 
end of the Question to add the — ‘upon | gentleman who would be selected would 
— three months’ ”—(Mr. Swift Mac- | Le appointed to this office alone, He 

| would be a Civil servant, and would give 
‘the whole of his time to the work of h’s 
‘department. He would be appointed, 
as the Judge-Advocate of the Fleet was 
appointed, to do work for the Army 
‘corresponding to that of the Judge- 
Advocate of the Fleet for the Navy. 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. ARNoLp-ForsvEr,  Bel- 
fast, W.) said that last year the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition raised a seman Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL asked if this 
as to the : constitutions! character ' gentleman would be amenable to Parlia- 
of the appointment to the office of | i 

/me itary criticism / 


Judge-Advocate General and suggested 


that that official should be an gin- *Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he ° 


dependent person, @ man of sufficient | 


authority ; he ought not to be an unkown ‘criticism in the same way as the Judge- 


or obscure person, but @ gentleman learned | Advocate of the Fleet was. Ele would be 
in the law. With all these suggestion- | appointed by the Secretary of State. His 


he entirely agreed. It was true that | salary would be placed on the Estimates, 


since the death of Lord St. Helier there | and the representative in this House of the 


had been an ad interim administration | War Office would be responsible for him 
of this very important office. The _just as the head of the Navy Department 
tenure of this office by Lord St. Helier| yo, responsible for the Judge- Advocate 
was exceptional and without precedent, | of the Fleet. 

and it had been necessary to consider | 

carefully the best method of continuing | 
the office after that exceptional tenure | 
had expired. It had now been decided | The House divided:—Ayes, 118; 


to follow in this matter the example of | Noes, 66. (Division List No, 250.) 


would be amenable to Parliamentary 


Question put. 





AYES. 


Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Balfour, RtHn Gerald W.Leeds | Butcher, John George 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel | Balfour, Kenneth R. (Christch. | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Banner, John 8. Harmocd- | Chamberlain, RtHnJ.A.(Wore. 
Arnold-Foster, Rt.Hn. Hugh O. | Bathurst, Hon.AllenBenjamin | Coates, Edward Feetham 


j 





Arrol, Sir William Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John | Bignold, Sir Arthur | Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn Sir H. | Bingham, Lord | Cust, Henry John C. 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Balcarres, Lord Brotherton, Edward Allen Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Balfour, Rt. Hn.A. J. (Manch’r. | Brymer, William Ernest | Davenport, William Broml¢y 
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te = ie oie ole oie he Bk een ee on eee ee eee ee 











1449 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Fellowes, Rt. HnAilwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, SirR.B.(Inv’rn’ssB ghs 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Gardner, Ernest 

Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, HnJE (Elgin & Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Greene, SirEW (B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond (Cambs. 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marq. of(L’nd’nderry 
Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Heath, Arthur Howard (Hanley 
Heath,SirJames(Staffords.N.W 
Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversham 
Hunt, Rowland 

Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Rt. Hon.Col. W. 
Keswick, William 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E 
Allen, Charles P. 
saker, Joseph Allen 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Boland, John 
Brigg, John 
sright, Allan Heywood 
3uxton, NE( York, NR, Whitby) 
Caldwell, James’ 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 


Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway | 


Devlin, Joseph (Kilkenny, N.) 
Dobbie, Joseph 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alexander( Lanark, NE 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. | discharged. Bill w 


SUNDAY TRADING (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Adjournment, 
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Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Hn.H.L.W.(Mile End 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Manners, Lord Cecil 

Marks, Harry Hananel 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. 


Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) 


Morgan, DavidJ.( Walthamstow 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, George Herbert 
Mount, William Arthur 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Renwick, George 


NOES. 


Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Lewis 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent P (Cavan, W 
Lamont, Norman 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall 
| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Levy Maurice 
| Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry~. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
| M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
| Murphy, John 
| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny 
| O'Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 


Order for 
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| Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield 
| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. -@ 
| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
| Smith, H.C(North’mb.Tyneside 
| Smith,RtHn JParker(Lanarks. 
| Stanley, Rt.Hn.Lord (Lancs.) 
| Stewart, Sir Mark J.M’Taggart 
| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf dUniv. 
| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
| Tuff, Charles 
| Vincent,Col.SirC. E.H.(Sheffiekd 
| Walker, Col. William Hall }« 
Walrond, Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
| Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 


Adjournment. 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
Alexander Acland - Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Malley, William 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Reddy, M. 

Roberts, John H. (Denbigbs.) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Seely, Maj. J.E.B.(Isleof Wight 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, DavidAlfred(Mertbyr 
Toulmin, George 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs.— 
Mr. MacNeill and Mr. 
Nannetti. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT (1901) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Second Reading read, and 
rithdrawn. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


Order for Second Reading read, and | « That this House do now adjourn,” —(Sir 


discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


' A, Acland-Hood.) 











1451 Adjournment. 

Masor SEELY (Isle of Wight) asked 
what would be the business on 
Wednesday and Thursday next. He 
had the authority of the hon. 


Member for Waterford to state that 
in view of the great public interest 
taken in the question of the Volun- 
teers he would not insist on _ Irish 
Estimates being taken on Thursday. He 
acknowleged the great courtesy of the 


hon. Gentleman in the mutter. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or rHE TREASURY (Mr, A. J. 
Batrour, Manchester, EK.) said he wished 
to renind the House that there was one 
more allotted day, as far as he could judge, 
for the Army Estimates. He preferred 
to wait and give an Answer on Monday 
as to the business for Wednesday and 
Thursday next, especially to the 
arrangements that could be made for 
a discussion on the Volunteers, The 
Secretary for War would prefer a day 
for the discussion of Army questions at 


as 


a later period of the session, but the 
Government would vield to the wishes of 
the Opposition. On Wednesday he hoped 
to finish the 
Churches Bill. 


debate on the Scottish 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) 


said he recognised the importance of the 


Volunteer 


he hoped the right hon, 


would not postpone his 


Monday. 


were in Ireland and he hoped that a 
reasonable notice would be given before 


Trish affairs were discussed. 


Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, K.) said 
been a 
the 
Tiere was | 


that there had not yet 
definite statement 


future of the Volunteers. 


given as to 


{COMMONS} 


question to England ; but 
Gentleman : 
Answer until 


Anumber of Irish Members 








Adjournment. 1452 


considerable apprehension in the mat- 
ter; anda definite explanation should be 


given. 


*THeE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY vo tHe TREASURY (Sir A. 
ACLAND-Hoop, Somersetshire, Welliny- 
ton) said that hon.. Members from 
Ireland sometimes attended the House 
at considerable He 
had arranged next Thursday for Irish 
Supply ; and when he was suddenly asked 
to change Irish Supply into English 
Supply he could not arrange it in a few 


inconvenience. 


hours. 


Mr. McKENNA (Monmouthshire, N. 


asked if only one more day was to be 


given to the Army. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Stai- 
furdshire, Lichfield) said that there was 
a general feeling in the House that the 
question of the Volunteers and the Militia 


was a matter for immediate discussion. 


Mr. HERBERT GLADSTONE (Leeds, 
W.) said that the Opposition would be 
glad to have the right hon. Gentleman’s 


views on the subject to-morrow. 
Mr. A. 


right hon. Gentleman. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


NEW WRIT. 


New Writ for the borough of Carlisle, 
in the room of the right hon. William 
Court Gully, now Viscount Selby, called 
up to the House of Peers.—(Mr. Herbert 


(rladstone.) 


Adjourned at two minutes before 


One o'clock. 











J. BALFOUR said he should 
be glad to accede to the request of the 


revision by the Menlin 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
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4 The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House, That the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with :—Mal- 
vern Water. 

The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 
petition for the Dover Harbour Bill 
ought to be dispensed with, and leave 
given to introduce the Bill. 





An Asterisk (*) at the commencement of a Speech indtrcates revision by the Member. 


Read, and agreed to. 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Company 
(Various Powers) Bill [#.u.]. Reported 
from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments. 





London Gas Bill. Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments. 


Great Northern, Piccadilly, and Bromp- 
ton Railway (No. 1) Bill. 


Amendments. 
Com- 


Dublin United Tramways Bill. 
mittee to meet on Tuesday next. 


Dover Harbour Bill [.t.]. Presented, 
and read 1*. 


Water Company Bill [x.1.]. 

passed, and sent to the Commons. 
Donovan’s Divorce Bill [u.u.].  Re- 

turned from the Commons agreed to. 


Clyde Navigation (Reconstitution) 
sill [H.L.]; Mansfield Corporation Bill 
[H.L.]; Hastings Tramways Bill [H.L.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 


VOL. CXLVIIT. [Fourrn Seriezs.] 
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The King’s | 
consent signified ; and Bill reported, with | 


Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and | 
Read 3°, and | 
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| with Amendments. The said Amendments 
| considered, and agreed to, 


Inverness Gas and Water Provisional 
| Order Bill (No. 127); Port Glasgow Im- 
| provement Provisional O:der Bill (No. 
128). Brought from the Commons; 
‘read 1*; to be printed; and (pursuant 
to the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, Sections 9 and 16), 
deemed to have been read 2* (The 
Marquess of Linlithgow), and reported 
from the Committee. 


London Government Scheme (Hackney 
and Edmonton Unions) Bill (No. 129); 
London Government Scheme (London 
and Middlesex) Bill (No. 130). Brought 
from the Commons; read 1*; to be 
printed ; and referred to the Examiners. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill. House to be in Committee 
on Monday next. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill [#.1.]. House in Committee 
(according to order). The Amendments 
proposed by the Seleet Committee made. 
Standing Committee negatived. The Re- 
port of Amendments to be received on 
Monday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


—__~— 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
Building regulations, being principles 
to be observed in planning and fitting 
/up new buildings for public elementary 
schools, together with rules as to con- 
struction and certain requifements as jto 
| plans. 


IRISH LAND ACT, 1903. 


Regulations made by the Lord-Lieu- 
| tenant in pursuance of the provisions of 
| Section 23 (8) of the Act. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 
Circular letter addressed to General 
Officers Commanding-in-Chief. 
COLONIES (ANNUAL). 
No. 450. Wei-hai-Wei (Report for 
1904), 
3C 
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TRADE REPORTS : ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3433. United States (California, 
Nevada, Utah, and Arizona). 


RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 

General report to the Board of Trade 
upon the accidents that have occurred on 
the Railways of the United Kingdom 
during the vear 1904. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 

POST OFFICE (INLAND POST) STATU- 
TORY RULES AND ORDERS, 1905, No. 781. 

The Inland Post Amendment (No. 2) 
Warrant, 1905, dated June 26th, 1905 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Tabie. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. con- 
sidered (according to order), and sus- 
pended for this day’s sitting. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons and read 
1‘, (Standing Order No. XXXIX. 
having been suspended), Bill read 2°. 
Committee negatived. Bill read 3", and 
passed. 


COAL MINES (WEIGHING OF 
MINERALS) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 
1‘; to be printed; and to be read 2* 
on Thursday next.—(The Lord Newton.) 
(No. 125.) 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO 
CROPS BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; 

1*; and to be printed. (No. 126.) 


read 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896, 
ETC., CONTINUANCE BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
order. Bill reported without Amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* on Monday next. 


NILE STEAMERS. 

Lorp MUSKERRY : My Lords, I beg 
to ask His Majesty’s Government whether 
it is a fact that the Hamburg-American 
Company have placed, or intend placing, 


{LORDS} 
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river steamers on the Nile to run in 
competition with lines owned by British 
subjects and subjects of the Egyptian 
Government ; and to ask for information 
on the subject. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess 
of Lanspowng): My Lords, I am sorry 
I was not here last night to reply to the 
noble Lord’s Question, The Answer I 
have to give him now is that the fact, if 
it be a fact, to which he refers has not 
been reported to us by our representatives 
in Egypt; but as soon as I saw the 
notice on the Paper I caused inquiries 
to be made. 


LIFE-SAVING APPLIANCES AT SEA. 

Lorp MUSKERRY rose to cull 
attention to the number of cases where, 
during the past four months, at the port 
of Liverpool, life-saving appliances on 
board merchant ships were found defec- 
tive by Board of Trade surveyors, and 
ordered to be destroyed ; and io ask the 
number of examinations and reports at 
Liverpool of similar cases of defective 
life-saving apparatus in the previous 


four months, namely, September, 
October, Novemter, and December, 
1904. The noble Lord said: My 


Lords, it is not so very long ago that 
I called your Lordships’ attention to 
this subject of life-saving—or alleged 
life-saving—apparatus on board mer- 
chant ships. I must confess that, with 
the exception of one particular point 
which he advanced, the reply of the 
noble Duke who answered on behalf of 
the Board of Trade was to me of a most 
unsatisfactory nature. This is not the 
second or the third time on which I 
have pointed out the inefficiency of the 
supervision of the Board of Trade in 
carrying out the duties imposed upon it 
by the life-saving regulations. Therefore 
the noble Duke, in raising the point to 
which I have referred, quite uncon- 
sciously gave away the whole case for 
the Board of Trade. As illustrating how 
vigilant the Board of Trade’s officials 
were in this matter, he informed us that 
in the past four months at Liverpool 
there were 674 vessels examined, and in 
seventy - eight cases the life - saving 











Li 





ee ee = 


10 


el. 
ith 
int 
the 
of 
ost 
the 
i I 
the 
in 
n it 
ore 
+0 
ONn- 
for 
10W 
jals 
hat 
001 
d in 


ying 











1457 Life Saving 


appliances were found to be defective 
and ordered to be destroyed. 


We have here an officia] admission that 
over 11 per cent. of merchant vessels 
visiting one port in the short space of 
four months possessed life-saving appara- 
tus dangerous to their passengers and 
crews, I would ask your Lordships 
whether such a startling admission does 
not amply warrant me in drawing public 
.ttention, when possible, to what amounts 
to agrave scandal? It is quite a novelty 
+o me when I find the Board of Trade 
justifying their position by quoting the 
large number of cases they have detected 
through the vigilance of their surveyors. 
But their new-found vigilance at Liver- 
pool only serves to show that there has 
been something radically wrong in the 
past to admit of such an alarming state 
of affairs. As I like to see any credit for 
improvement allotted to the proper 
quarter, I am curious to know whether 
there has not been a considerable increase 
in the number of ascertained cases of de- 
fective life-saving apparatus at Liverpool 
since the Merchant Service Guild—which 
has its headquarters at that port—made 
strong representations to the Board of 
Trade at the latter end of last year, at 
which time, through the medium of two 
of their representatives, they proved to 
the Board’s principal officer at Liverpool 
cases where life-saving apparatus was 
nothing but a delusion and a snare. 


That the Board of Trade have now 
turned to the Liverpool figures of 
detection as a sample of their efficiency 
is, to me, very significant. It looks 
very much as if those like the Merchant 
Service Guild and myself who have had 
official cold water poured over them so 
often in this matter, are really responsible 
for the disclosures which have been 
brought about by more efficient official 
inspection at Liverpool. At that port 
there is a principal officer who is fairly 
new to his position. From what I hear 
he is an able, painstaking, and con- 
scientious officer, and what is more he 
is of a type of surveyor with practical 
seafaring experience, which requires, 
as [ have often said, to figure to a 
much greater extert on the Board 
of Trade list of surveyors. But 
Liverpool, after ll, is only one 
shipping port amongst many in this 
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country. The class of ship visiting that 
port is undoubtedly higher than at most 
other ports. Therefore, given the same 
inspection, there is no possible doubt 
that cases of defective life - saving 
apparatus at other ports would be still 
more numerous. 


The Liverpool figures are, I consider, 
quite sufficient to justify my bringing 
the subject once more to your notice ; 
and [I will only add, in conclusion, that 
they illustrate to the full how inefficiently 
our life-saving regulations have been 
carried out by the Marine Department of 
the Board of Trade, and how necessary 
it is that they should be compelled to 
carry out the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission on Unseaworthy Ships 
by appointing more nautical surveyors. 
I would remind your Lordships that there 
is only one nautical surveyor in the 
whole of Scotland, and only fourteen in 
the rest of the United Kingdom. 


THE UNDER - SECRETARY or 
STATE vor tHE COLONIES (The Duke 
of MartBoroucu): My Lords, I do not 
know why the noble Lord who has put 
this Question should consider that the 
statement which I made on the last 
occasion when we debated this matter 
gave away the whole case for the Board 
of Trade. A more inaccurate conception 
I do not think could have been possible, 
for, after all, what was the gravamen of 
the charge brought by the noble Lord ? 
He said that he did not think the super- 
vision on the part of the officials of the 
Board of Trade at our big ports was 
either efficient or sufficient, and in reply 
I stated, in order to refute that charge, 
that at Liverpool alone during the first 
four months of this vear 674 vessels had 
been visited, and that in seventy-eight 
cases the life-saving appliances had been 
discovered defective. The noble Lord 
seems to think that those figures show 
an alarming state of affairs. He assures 
your Lordshipsthat that is a very high 
percentage of cases in which defective 
life-saving appliances exist. I am sur- 
prised that the noble Lord did not, before 
he made that statement, inquire as to 
the kind of defects that do exist. If he 
had, he would have found out that they 
are really of a very small and trivial 





character. The surveyors report that 
302 
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the defects are by no means of a serious | 


nature, being connected chiefly with the 
fastenings of the life belts. The noble 
Lord really regards this matter from a 
totally wrong standpoint. He thinks the 
number of cases in which defects have 
been found shows an alarming state of 
affairs, but the Board of Trade hold the 
view that what has occurred demonstrates 


that the supervision on the part of their | 


representative: is real and genuine. Ita 
high standard is insisted on, and an 
efficient system of supervision is carried 
out, clearly the number of cases required 
to be dealt with is likely to be higher 
than it would otherwise be. 

The noble Lord asks that the 
number of examinations and reports 
at Liverpool of similar cases of defective 
life-saving apparatus in the previous 
four months — namely, 


{LORDS} 


September, | 
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tions of a similar kind are going on at 
Hull, Bristol, and other ports ? 


Commission Bill. 


THe Duxe or MARLBOROUGH: | 
gather that the principle applies 
generally to all the ports in the United 
Kingdom, 


Viscount KNUTSFORD: T should 
like to know whether, as matter of fact. 
inspections are being made at the other 
ports. 


THe Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I 
shall be most happy to procure the 
information for the noble Viscount, but I 
cannot give it to him offhand, as the 
Department for which I am replying is 
not the one with which I am specially 

| connected. 


October, November, and December, 1904, | 


should be given. I am informed that 
there is no exact or complete record of the 


vessels which have been visited, but I am | 


able to assure the noble Lord that over 
500 vessels received a visit from the 
officials. and that out of that number it 
was discovered that seventeen life-buoys 
were in a bad condition owing to the fact 
that there was not sufficient buoyancy in 
them, and they were condemned. More- 
over, two or three per cent. of the life- 
belts were found defective, but in no case 
was it shown that the boats employed 
were in any wav defective. 


Lorp MUSKERRY: Are these figures 
for the previous four months ? 


Tue Duxe or MARLBOROUGH: Yes, 
for the last four months of the vear 1904. 
The noble Lord again stated that in his 
opinion the staff engaged for supervision 


WAR STORES COMMISSION BILL. 
(Szconp READING. ] 


_ Order of the Day for the Second 
| Reading read. 


| Bill read 2" (according to order). 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear! 
|of Hatspury): My Lords, I propose to 
| avail myself of the suspension of Standing 
| Order No. XXXIX., which has already 
| been agreed to, in order to pass the Bil! 
through all its stages this day. 


Moved, “That the Bill be 
mitted.”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


com- 


Tue Marquess or RIPON: My Lords, 
I wish to ask a Question in regard to the 
Bill which would properly have arisen in 
Committee, but which I will put now, as 
the Lord hancellor proposes to negative 








should be considerably increased. Ihave | the Committee stage. In another place, 
nothing to add beyond repeating what I 'it was asked last night whether, if the 
have already said, that this question has Commission which would receive power 
been thoroughly considered by the Board | ynder this Bill desired to send a sub- 
of Trade, and in their opinion no case | Commission out to South Africa to con- 
has been made out for increasing the | duct any part of its inquiry there, that 
number of officials who are noW  syb-Commission would have the same 
employed. | 


| powers as the Commission possessed here, 
| under the Bill with regard to the enforce- 

Viscounr KNUTSFORD: The parti- | ment of the attendance of witnesses and 
culars stated seem to have been entirely | other matters of that kind. I understand 
confined to the port of Liverpool. Will| that the Answer given was that such a 
the noble Duke tell us whether examina- | sub-Commission would not, under this 


The Duke of Marlborough. 
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Act, have any such powers, but that they 
would obtain those powers from the local 
Legislatures. I can readily understand 
that that may be the case in regard to 
the Transvaal and Orange River Colonies, 
because from th» Constitution of those 
two colonies it would not be difficult to 
obtain any powers which the Govern- 
ment might wish. But I want to ask 
whether the Government think that it 
would be equally convenient and easy to 
get those powers from Cape Colony and 
Natal. I greatly doubt whether the 
Legislatures of those colonies are likely 
to be in session at the time ; and, if they 
are not, how are the Government going to 
get these powers? Any person whom the 
sub-Commission might wish to examine 
and who might object to be examined 
at Pretoria and Bloemfontein would have 
only to go over the frontier into Cape 
Colony or Natal to escape from the com- 
pulsory powers of the sub-Commission. 
The Questions which I wish to ask are 
therefore—first, will any such sub-Com- | 
mission really be able to obtain such 
powers atall; and, secondly, if it obtains 
them in the Transvaal and the Orange 
River Colony, do the Government believe 
that they could get similar powers 
conferred on it in Cape ,Colony gand 
Na‘al ? 


Tae LORD ‘CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, I have not had an opportunity of 
seeing what the noble Lord refers to as 
having occurred in another place; but 
I contess that I should be surprised if the 
observations which the noble Marquess 
attributed to some person on behalf of 
the Government in regard to this point 
were what he has stated them to be. 
Looking at it myself, I would say that, 
if this Bill were passed into law, the Com- 
mission would have the same power of 
sending a Commission abvoad to British 
colonies, if they thought proper, as a 
Judge in the ordinary course of things 
would have. I see nothing in th= lan- 
guage of the section as it stands to contro 
that power. The section ruas— 

“The Commissioners shall have all such 
powers, rights, and privileges as are vested in 
the High Court or in any Judge thereof, on the 
occasion of any action in respect of the following 
matters: The enforcing the attendance of 
witnesses and examining them on oath, affirma- 
tion, or otherwise, and the issue of a Commission 
ora request to examine witnesses abroad, ete.” | 
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T hesitate very much, without having 
heard what is said on the other side, to 
deliver an opinion at the moment, but to 
my mind that language comprehends the 
powers to which the noble Marquess 
obviously referred. I see Lord Davey 
present, however, and I would be very 
glad to have his opinion on the point. 


Lorp DAVEY: My Lords, the powers 
given to the Commission by Section 1 are 
given by reference to those vested in the 
High Court, which, of course, means the 
High Court of Judicature in this country. 
It is quite true that a Judge of the High 
Court of Judicature in this country can 
send a Commission abroad either to one 
of our own possessions or to a foreign 
country to examine witnesses ; but, unless 
there is some law in the foreign country 
or in the colony to which the Commission 
is sent which enables that Commission to 
compel either the attendance of witnesses 
or to enforce the production of documents, 
the Commission issued by a Judge of 
the High Court in this country for the 
purpose of a trial would not have power 
in Cape Town either to enforce the atten- 
dance of witnesses or to enforce the pro- 
duction of documents. I have always 
understood that a Commission is a very 
valuable thing for the purpose of obtaining 
evidence: but itcan only obtain evidence 
from those persons who come forward 
and give it. I am not aware that 4 
Commission issued by a Judge of the 
High Court in this country could compel 
the attendance of witnesses in Cape Town, 
and that, I think, was the point 
to which my noble friend’s Question was 
directed. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, I do not wish to express an adverse 
opinion offhand. I think that in the 
case of a Commission to a foreign country 
it may well be that they cannot get the 
compulsory attendance of witnesses with- 
out some part of the jurisprudence of that 
country being invoked, but dealing with 
British colonies and British subjects, I 
confess that my view would be rather 
that thes? powers involved the power ‘to 
compel the attendance of witnesses. I 
hesitate, however, to express an adverse 


opinion, 
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EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I am 
not going to venture upon a legal dis- 
cussion, but I would ask the noble and 
learned Earl on the Woolsack whether he 
still wishes the Bill to go through all its 
Stages at once. If there is this doubt, 
cannot the matter be put right in Parlia- 
ment ? And if it can be put right it is 
hardly desirable that the Bil! should b» 
put through all its stages on this occasion. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR: I quite 
admit the force of the noble Earl’s 
suggestion. and withdraw my Motion. 


Motion, 
withdrawn. 


by leave of the House, 


Bill committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Monday next. 


THE MEMORIAL TO LORD SALISBURY. 


Fart SPENCER rose “ To ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether he could 
state to the House what steps had been 
taken to secure to the House the con- 
templated memorial to the late Marquess 
of Salisbury.” The noble Earl said: My 
Lords, I am afraid that the Question in 
the terms in which it appears on the 
Paper does not exactly explain what I 
ought to ask, as it would infer that the 
memorial is to be in this House. That 
is not what I intended, because the 
Motion which I had the honour of 
seconding was with regard to a public 
memorial in Westminster Abbey. In 
putting the Question I would like to add 
that there has come to my knowledge the 
fact that there is some little difficulty 
in regard to a naval memorial to 
which the naval service attach great 
importance ; and, without wishing in the 
slightest degree to impede the erection 
of the memorial to Lord Salisbury, I 
would like to be assured that this other 
memorial is not going to be done away 
with or in any way mutilated, but that 
proper care will be taken to maintain it. 


*Lorp HAWKESBURY: My Lords, 


I might perhaps be allowed to explain 
that the monument in question is a 
memorial to Captain James Cornewall, 
and that it was the first monument in 
Westminster Abbey vcted by Parliament 


{LORDS} 
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to a naval hero. Captain Cornewall lost 
his life in an action off Toulon in Febru- 
ary, 1745 or 1744. Both his legs were 
shot away, but he fought his ship to the 
end as long as life remained in his body. 
Parliament unanimously voted that this 
monument shou'd be erected to him at 
the public expense. It has come to my 
knowledge that the monument is not 
only to be removed, but mutilated to a 
certain extent, part of it being taken 
away to make room for the memorial 
which Parliament very properiy voted 
for the statesman whose loss we all 
deplore. I desire to endorse all that has 
fallen from Lord Spencer in regard to the 
matter. I hope thatit may be possible, 
while honouring the memory of this great 
statesman, to preserve the memorial 
of a gallant sailor, 


*Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Lord Wrxpsor): My Lords, | 
am obliged to the noble Earl for having 
put this Question, because it is the view 
of His Majesty’s Government that any 
proposal of this kind should be clearly 
explained to, and known by, Parliament 
before it takes shape. Parliament, of 
course, is concerned to « certain extent 
with the monuments that have been 
erected by money given by Parliament ; 
but, as vour Lordships know, the question 
of erecting monuments in Westminster 
Abbey, and the position in which they 
are placed, really rests with the Dean. 
The Abbey is very full of monuments, 
and it is thought by many persons that 
there is hardly room for more larg: 
monuments. A proposal was made tha‘ 
the monument to the late Lord Salisbury 
in Westmins er Abbey should take the 
form of a recumbent figure resting on a 
tomb, The Dean welcomed the pro 
posal, and offered a site in the nort' 
atch of the Consistory Court in the 
south-west corner of the nave. Its posi- 
tion involves an alteration in the posi- 
tion and a curtailment of the Cornewall 
monument. The Dean proposes to retain 
the essential features of the monument, 
and to place it close to the west window of 
the Consistory Court. That monument 
is not now in its Original condition, So 
serious was the disfigurement to the 
architecture of the Abbey, and so great 
was the inconvenience jound to be, that 
considerable portions of that monument 
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were cut away by Dean Stanley to 
reduce its height and to give access to 
the Consistory Court by opening two 
small passages to the court, in which 
are now placed the monuments to 
Wordsworth, the two Arnolds, and Mr. 
Fawcett. The Tudor screen, which 
had been torn down in order to insert 
the Cornewall monument, will now be 
replaced in a form to harmonise with the 
tomb. It is thought that this change 
will be a great gain, for it will allow 
more light to reach the other monu- 
ments. The Dean has taken steps to 
find out as far as possible whether any 
objection would be taken by any of the 


Passengers to Places 


living Tepresentatives of the Cornewall | 


family, and I am able to say that two 
of them, one representing the family in 
name, have given their consent to the 
proposed reconstruction on the ground 
mainly of its obvious benefit to the 
architectural appearance of the Abbey. 


{7 Juty 1905} 


On the other hand, one representative | 
has entered a protest against the curtail- | 


ment of the monument, though she would 
not absolutely object to the change in 
the position. It is not for me to express 
an opinion with reference to a question 
of this nature, but I believe that the pro- 
posal is a very good one, and that, while 
improving the Consistory Court, it will 
duly safeguard the memorial of a heroic 
naval officer. That is the proposal made 
by the Dean, and I am glad to make it 
known so that it will not be said after- 


wards that a@ monument had been inter- | : : : 
made, | attention to the wording of the Motion 
; z 


fered with, and an alteration 





without the knowledge of Parliament. | 


Perhaps I may also add that it has been 
decided to ask Mr. Bodley to design the 
base, and Mr. Goscombe John to under- 
take the sculpture of the monument. 


*Lorp HAWKESBURY: Can the 
noble Lord state what parts of the monu- 
ment are to be removed entirely ? 


*Lorp WINDSOR: A _ considerable 
portion of the monument as it now 
exists consists of a reproduction of rock 
in marble. I believe that the monument 
was originally surmounted by some 
architectural palms. These were partly 
cut away in Dean Stanley’s time, but 
there is a considerable amount of rock 
structure in marble still remaining, and 
it is proposed to curtail a part of this. 
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I cannot actually state in detail what 
the proposal is, but I suggest that some 
drawing should be got out in order to 
enable your Lordships to judge of what 
is proposed, 


Eart SPENCER : This is a matter of 
great delicacy, but as Parliament voted 
money for the Salisbury monument it 
has a right to express an opinion upon 
it. The suggestion of the noble Lord is 
satisfactory, and I hope a drawing will 
be submitted in order to aid in the 
formation of a correct opinion on the 
subject. 


PASSENGERS TO PLACES OUT OF 
EUROPE. 

Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE COLONIES (The Duke of 
MarLBoroucu): My Lords, I beg to move 
for the Return standing in the name of 
the noble Marquess the President of the 
Board of Trade. 


Moved, for a Return of the Numbers 
and Nationalities of the Passengers that 
left the United Kingdom for Places out 
of Europe in each month from June to 
December, 1905, distinguishing the 
principal countries in which the 
passengers contracted to land.—(The 
Duke of Marlborough.) 
draw 


Earz SPENCER: I wish to 


which has just been moved. Is it intended 


ito have a Return for each month from 


June to December, 1905% We are onlv 
now in July, and it seems to me a very 
unusual thing to order a Return in 
respect of a period which has not yet 
arrived. Is there not a mistake ? 


Tue Duke or MARLBOROUGH: I 
presume the Return would naturally be 
made to the end of the year. The 
Board of Trade require power to have 
this Return made during the months 
that Parliament is not sitting. 


Eart SPENCER: I think it is a very 
unusual thing to ask for a Return in 
respect of a period not yet reached, 
and I hardly like to assent to the 
Motion straight off. 
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Tae Dvuxe or MARLBOROUGH: | Translation.) “Spanish Embassy, 
Then I will withdraw the Motion | “ London, 


some other day, when I shall be prepared 


to give the noble Earl an explanation Fone: 32m, TG. 


with regard to it. 


Motion, by leave of 


withdrawn. 


House adjourned at a aceon 
onday n 
next, a quarter before Eleven | and sincere enthusiasm 


past Five o'clock, to \ 
o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday 7th July, 1905. 


——— 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. | 





Mr. SpEAKER informed the House, 
That he had received the following letter 
from the Secretary of State, which he 
read to the House as follows :— 


“ Foreign Office, 


“July 5th, 1905. 
“Sir, 


“‘T have the honour to transmit 


herewith a translation of a note which | 


has been addressed to me by the Spanish 
Ambassador at this Court, in which His 
Excellency informs me that at the 
sitting of the 16th instant the Senate 
of the Kingdom of Spain unanimously 
voted a Resolution giving most hearty 
thanks to the British nation for the 
sentiments of sympathy and _ sincere 
enthusiasm manifested on the occasion 
of the visit to this country of His 
Majesty the King of Spain. 


“It will be observed that His 
Excellency desires that this Message 


may be communicated to the Houses | 


of Parliament. 
‘IT have the honour to be, Sir, 
“Your most obedient humble Servant, 
“« LANSDOWNE. 


“The Right Honourable 
“‘The Speaker of the 
“ House of Commons.” 


the House, 


“My Lorp, 


| “T have the honour to inform Your 
Excellency that, at the sitting of the 
| 16th instant, the Senate of the Kingdom 
| unanimously voted a Resolution giving 
|most hearty thanks to the British 
‘nation for the sentiments of sympathy 
| which they 
showed towards His Majesty the King, 
‘my august Sovereign, during his stay 
‘in this country; I have pleasure in 
‘bringing this to Your Excellency’s 
‘knowledge and venture to ask you to 
‘be good enough to communicate this 
‘testimony to the Parliamentary Repre- 
sentatives of the British Nation. 


| 
| 


‘“T avail, etc., 
“ (Signed) L. Poto DE BERNABE. 


| ‘The Marquess of Lansdowne, K.G., Ete., 
etc., etc.” 


| PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


—_—_—_— 


| PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (NO STANDING 
ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. SpeaKkeR laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz.:—Corbett Estate Bill 
[Lords]. . 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [LORDS] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr, SpEaxKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 


| of the following Bill, originating in the 


Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz.:—Gas and Water Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 





time upon Monday next. 
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Donovan’s Divorce Bill [Lords]. Read | 
the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 


Returns, 


Hastings Tramways Bill [Lords]. Read | 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Liverpool, ete.) Bill [Lords]; 
Education Board Provisional Order Con- 
firmation (London, No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment. 


Inverness Gas and Water Provisional 
Order Bill; London Government Scheme 
(London and Middlesex) Bill; Port 
Glasgow Improvement Provisional Order 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed. 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]; 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill [Lords]; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill. As 
amented, considered; to be read the 
third time upon Monday next. 


London Government Scheme (Hackney 
and Edmonton Unions) Bill (by Order). 
Read the third time, and passed. 


Bangor (County Down) Water. and 
Improvement Bill [Lords]. Reported, 
with Amendments, from the Police and 
Sanitary Committee; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


Great Central Railway Bill [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (VOLUNTEERS). 

Copy presented, of Circular Letter 
addressed to General Officers Command- 
ing-in-Chief relative to the Volunteer 
Force [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table, 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION (BUILDING 
REGULATIONS). 


Copy presented, of the Building 
Regulations, being principles to be 
observed in planning and fitting up new 
buildings for Public Elementary Schools, 
together with Rules as to construction 
and certain requirements as to plans [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE (INLAND POST). 


Copy presented, of the Inland Post 
Amendment (No. 2) Warrant, 1905, dated 
26th June, 1905 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


IRISH LAND ACT, 1903 (REGULATIONS). 


Copy presented, of Regulations made 
by the Lord-Lieutenant in pursuance of 
the provisions of Section 23 (8) of The 
Irish Land Act, 1903 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENG- 
LAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 17th April: Mr. Lough]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 230. ] 


ACCIDENTS 
REPORT). 


Copy presented, of General Report to 
the Board of Trade upon the Accidents 
that have occurred on the Railways of 
the United Kingdom during the year 
1904 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RAILWAY (GENERAL 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
3433 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented, of Colonial Report 
No. 450 (Wei-hai-Wei, Annual Report 
for 1904) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS _ | 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Questions. 


Death of Fitzpatrick in Cootehill In- 
firmary—Refusal of Local Doctor to 
Administer Ether. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenarit of Ireland whether, in refer- 
ence to the deaths in the Cootehill Infirm- 
ary, the Local Government Board asked 
for a personal explanation from the local 
doctor for his refusal to administer ether 
in the case of Fitzpatrick, who died after 
operation ; if not, whether the Board will 
now ask for a personal answer; whether 
the medical officer made any report of 
Fitzpatrick’s death to the Local Govern- | 
ment Board or to the guardians; if so, 
what has been alleged as the cause of 
death ; and whether the local police were 
apprised of the death of Fitzpatrick or of 
any of the four deaths of the previous 
January; if not, whether any other 
opportunity was afforded for making 
any complaint. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) I 
have already informed the hon. Mem- 
ber that the local doctor did not re- 
fuse to administer ether, but asked to be 
excused as he was not in good health. 
The doctor, however, would have been 
quite at liberty to refuse his professional 
services, and the Board would have had 
no right to ask him for an explanation, 
and have not doneso. The medical officer 
made no special report of Fitzpatrick’s 
death. The local police were not apprised 
of the deaths referred to. The relatives 
of the deceased could have complained 
to the Board if they had seen fit to do so. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: Toask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state the length of 
time spent by the irspector of the Local 
Government Board in his minute investiga- 
tion of the cause of deaths in the Cootehill 
Infirmary; whether it was only the 
medical officer who performed the opera- 
tions whom he consulted ; and whether, 
considering the number of deaths from 
operations in the Cootehill Workhouse, 
the Local Government Board will order ; 


{COMMONS} 





1472 


an inquiry in the case of every such 
death. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) The 
Board have no record of the actual time 
occupied by their inspector in making his 
investigation, but the exhaustive report 
furnished by him indicates that he interro- 
gated the nurses and workhouse officials, 
In the absence of any complaints of 
neglect or incompetency, supported by 
prema facie evidence, the Board do not 


‘order inquiries to be held in the case of 


deaths following operations. 


By-laws in Rural Districts Return. 

Sir EDWARD STRACHEY (Somerset- 
shire, 8.): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board when the Return, 
ordered on the 17th April last, in regard 
to by-laws in rural districts, will be 
printed and circulated. 


(Answered by Mr. Gerald Balfour.) In 
preparing the Return the Local Govern- 
ment Board have found it necessary to 
communicate with the several rural dis- 
trict councils, and replies in all cases have 
not as yet been received. Icannot at 
present fix a time for the issue of the 
Return. 


Government Printing Contracts. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the Controller of His Majesty’s 
Stationery Office affords the opportunity 
of offering for the requirements of Govern- 
ment printing to printers in Aberdeen; 
and, if not, whether he will do so in future. 


(Answered by Mr. Victor Cavendish.) I 
understand that facilities such as are 
desired by the hon. Member have been 
given in the past, and will continue to be 
so given. 


Army Canteens—-Tenant System. 
Mr. BENN (Devonport): To ask the 
Secretary to the Admiralty whether he 
is aware that the canteens of the Royal 
naval barracks are now let on what is 
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called the tenant system, and that supplies | The Navy Contribution Increase Act. 
are no longer required from local trades- | 1902, was raised to £50,000. The supply 


men ; whether 


e is aware that the | free of charge by Natal of 12,000 tons of 


Winchester authorities, having tried this | coai has been discontinued; a cash 
tenant system, are appealing to the War | 
Office to revert to the supply of the | 


canteens by local tradesmen ; and whether 
he will take steps to secure to local 
tradesmen an opportunity of participating 
in the contracts for the Navy canteens. 


(Answered by Mr. }Pretyman.) 


either under the service or the tenant 
system, at the discretion of the com- 
manding officer. The details of manage- 
ment and of purchase of stores gre matters 
in which the Admiralty does not interfere. 


Cape Colony and Natal’s Contributions 
to the British Navy. 

Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Woo l- 
stock): To askthe Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether Sir Gordon Sprigg’s 
offer in 1897, on behalf of Cape Colony, 
to present to His Majesty’s Navy the 
cost of a first-class battleship, was later 
commuted in the form of an annual 
payment representing the interest on 
such proposed outlay; and, if so, for 
what amount, and where does it appear 
in the Estimates; and whether, in addition 
to the provision of a battleship, the Cape, 
under The Navy Contribution Act, 188, 
contributes a sum of £30,000 a year 
towards the annual expenditure of the 
Imperial Government in connection with 
His Majesty’s naval services; and 
whether Natal continues her gift of 12,000 
tons of coal annually for the use of His 
Majesty’s ships, as noted in the Estimates 
of 1901-2. 


(Answered by Mr. -Pretyman.) The 
original proposal to present to His 
Majesty’s Navy the cost of a batt'e- 
ship did not meet with unanimous 
approval in the colony, and was 
withdrawn. No payment representing 
the interest on the proposed outlay was 


made. Under the Cape Navy Contribu- 
tion Act, 1898, however, the colony 


contributed £30,000 per annum towards 
the expenditure in connection with His 
Majesty’s naval service, which sum, by 


Can- | 
teens in naval barracks are conducted | 


contribution of £35,000 per annum now 
being made under The Navy Contribu- 
tion Act, 1903. Both contributions are 
shown at pages 8 and 9 of the Navy 
Estimates for the current year. 


Names on Carts 1n the Irish Language. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask 
Mr. Attorney - General for Ireland 
whether he can state under what statute 
proceedings can be taken against the 
owner of a cart in Ireland who affixes his 
name in Irish to the cart. 


(Answered by Mr. Atkinson.) The 
statute is 14 and 15 Vic., cap. 92, section 
12 (1). The offence is not for having the 
name in Irish on the cart, but for using 
the vehicle without having the owner’s 
name and address legibly painted there- 
on. This has been interpreted by the 
High Court to mean that the name and 
address must be in English characters. 


Churches (Scotland) Bill—Government 

endments. 

Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross): To ask the Lord-Advocate 
if, before the adjourned debate on the 
Second Reading of the Churches (Scot- 
land) Bill, he will, by some method, 
enable hon. Members to see in print the 
precise alterations in the Bill proposed 
by Government. 


(Answered by Mr. Scott Dickson.) 1 


_ regret I will not be able to announce the 


Amendments proposed by the Govern- 


‘ment before the adjourned debate on 


the Second Reading. 


Yield of Direct and Indirect Taxation. 


Mr. TOULMIN (Bury, Lancashire) : 
To ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
if he will state the vield for the year 
1904-5 of each direct and indirect tax 
separately, in a form similar to his reply 
of 27th April, 1904,¢ but distinguishing 
the amounts devoted in each case to 





+ See (4) Debates, cxxxiii., 1289. 
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Imperial purposes and Local Tesation | (Answered by Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 
Account. 
Net Receipts in 1904-5 from Direct and Indirect Taxes. 
(Excluding the Proceeds of the Coal Duty.) 
Indirect Taxes. | Direct Taxes. 
For | For Local | For For Local 
Imperial | Taxation Imperial Taxation 
purposes. | Accounts. | purposes. | Accounts. 
- ‘ - 
; iy £ £ 
Customs— Excise— 
} o 
Coffee, etc. 490,000 | — Licences, etc. . 253,000 | 4,074,000 
| 
Dried fruits 442,000 | — — Railway Duty. | 355,000}  — 
Spirits . . . | 3,822,000 174,000 Estate Duty . [13,010,000 | 4,248,000 
Sugar 6,106,000, — | Stamps . 7,804,000 |  — 
Tea. . . ./|8,272,000/ — | Land Tax 768,000 |  — 
Tobacco . |13,185,000 | — | Inhabited House 
| Duty 2,014,000} — 
Wine 1,185,000 | — Income-Tax . [31,264,000 a 
Other Customs 66,000 —_—'1,000 | 
Excise— 
Beer . {12,679,000 423,000 
Spirits . . |17,307,000 829,000 
Glucose, etc 104,000 | —_ 
\63,658,000 1,427,000 | 55,468,000 | 8,322,000 
= ae 
£65,085,000 £63,790,000 





Results of Work of Seistan Commission. 

Mr, SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): To 

ask the Secretary of State for India, the 

work of the Seistan Commission having 
terminated on the return to Quetta a 
month ago of the Chief Commissioner, 
Colonel MacMahon, with his surveyors and 

. escorts, Can a commuNication be made, 
in either House, before closing the session, 





describing the objects of this Mission and 
its results so far obtained, together with a 
statement of sums expended up to date, 
with estimate of total and prospective 
annual cost of arrangements made pursu- 
ant to the Mission’s explorations in those 
desert regions, through which a railway 
has been pushed beyond Nushki; and also 
list of casualties from drought and 
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disease during making of the railway and 
since despatch of the Mission two years 
ago. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 
The object of the Mission to Seistan was 
the settlement, in accordance with the | 
6th Article of the Treaty with Persia of | 
1857, of disputes which had arisen 
between the Persians and Afghans as to 
their respective rights to the waters of the | 
Helmund River. Colonel MacMahon’s 
award has been delivered to the two. 
Governments concerned, but it would be 
undesirable to make any detailed 
statement on the subject till the award 
has been formally accepted by the two 
Governments concerned. The question 
of the Perso-Baluch boundary, to which 
my predecessor referred in his reply to the | 
hon. Member on the 3rd March, 1903, has | 
been settled with the Persian Govern- | 
ment without demarcation. Up to the 
end of 1904-5 the expenditure on the 
Mission had amounted to about twenty- 
six lakhs, and about seven lakhs (Rs. 
6,88,000) were provided in the Budget | 
of the current year for the same purpose. 
I may add that the extension of the. 
railway from Quetta to Nushki, beyond | 
which place no extension is either under | 
construction or in contemplation, had | 
no connection with the objects of the | 
Mission. The estimated cost of the line | 
is about seventy lakhs. I have no/| 
information as to the number of deaths | 
from drought or disease, either amongst | 
those connected with the Mission or | 
amongst the labourers employed upon | 
the railway. | 





Promotion of Irish National School 
Teachers. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland what is the number of teachers, 
exclusive of infant school teachers, in the 
group of districts under Mr. Murphy, 
Armagh, as senior inspector; what 
number of these teachers has he 
recommended for promotion to second 
of first, and to first of first grade 
respectively for the past three years; 
how many teachers in the same group of 
districts were recommended by their 
inspector for admission to examination 
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'in the district under Mr. 
Belfast, excluding teachers of infant 
schools ; how many has he recommended 
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for these grades preceding the intro- 
dution of the new system, on account of 
their having conducted the schools in a 
satisfactory or highly efficient manner, 


Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
what is the number of national teachers 
O’Connell, 


for promotion to second of first and first 
of first grade respectively during the 
past three years; and how many have 
been promoted: and if he will advise 
the National Board to see that more 
uniformity is established between the 
proportion of teachers recommended 
for promotion by inspectors of the 
different districts and also between 
recommendations under the new system 


and the old, 


(Answered by Mr. Walter Long.) It 
does not appear to the Commissioners 


| that any useful public purpose would be 
‘served by giving this information, and 
| they are unable, therefore, to give it. If, 
| however, my hon. friend will communi- 


cate to me the,particulars of any specific 
case I shall be glad to make further 
inquiry. 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO CROPS 
BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee) considered. 


Mr. MOUNT (Berkshire, Newbury); in 
moving a new clause in substitution for 
Clause 2 in the Bill, said that in Com- 
mittee it was urged that as certain 
stringent liabilities were being imposed 
upon railway companies it was only fair 
that the companies should be empowered 
to take precautions to protect themselves 
against the risk of fire arising from sparks 
emitted from their engines. The pro- 
moters were willing to accede to that 
request provided the precautions taken 
did not unduly trench on the rights of 
others. Under the Bill a railway 
company on payment of compensation 
had a right to enter a plantation or wood 
and adopt such precautions as they 
thought fit to prevent injury by fire to 
such plantation, and it was further set 
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out that in the exercise of that power | which eighty or 100 acres of gras8 
che company might cut down trees or had been destroyed by fire before 
shrubs without obtaining the consent of | the persons told off to put down such 
the owners. That was a stringent pro- | outbreaks could appear on the scene. 
vision, and there were many ways in| It was a question of the destruction not 
which the exercise of the right might only of heather and grass, but also of 
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.cause serious damage. In many places 

plantations had been planted for the 
purpose of shutting out the view of a 
railway line, and the cutting down of 
trees without the consent of the owner 
might cause damage which the payment 
of money would not compensate. 


*THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. AiLwyn 
Fettowes, Huntingdonshire, Ramsey) 
intimated his willingness to accept the 
Amendment. 


Mr. MOUNT said in that case he need 


not further labour the point, but simply 


move. 


A clause. (Powers for the extinction 
and prevention of fire). 


“(1) A railway company may enter on any 
land and do all things reasonably necessary for 
the purpose of extinguishing, or arresting the 
spread of, any fire caused by sparks or cinders 
emitted from any locomotive engine. 

(2) A railway company may, for the pur- 
pose of preventing or diminishing the risk of 
fire in a plantation, wood, or orchard through 
sparks or cinders emitted from any locomotive 
engine, enter upon any part of the plantation, 
wood, or orchard, or on any land adjoining 
thereto, and cut down and clear away any 
undergrowth, and take any other precautions 
reasonably necessary for the purpose ; but the 
shall not, without the consent of the owner of 
the plantation, wood, or orchard, cut down or 
injure any trees, bushes, or shrubs, 


‘*(3) A railway company exercising powers 
under this section shall pay full compensation 


fences. Moreover, when fire got into 
peat mosses it often remained there for 
weeks, and could only be extinguished 
by heavy rains. He begged to move. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said he did not know 
what the legal aspect of the matter 
‘might be, but he would have thought 
that “land” included “moorland.” 
As, however, there might be a legal 
distinction, he would accept the 
_ Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the clause— 


“In line 1, after the word ‘lancl’ to insert 
the word ‘or moorland.’ ”—(Sir Mark Stewart.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W. R., Keigh- 
ley) thought that the Amendment was 
altogether unnecessary. There might be 
different kinds of land to which the 
technical term of “moorland” would 
not apply, with the result that the 
Amendment would tend to limit the 
operation of the clause. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER 
(Staffordshire, Lichfield) thought that to 
name any particular kind of ]and would 
limit rather than extend the operation of 
the clause. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


to any person injuriously affected by the | 


exercise of those powers, including compensa- 
tion in respect of loss of amenity, and any 
compensation so payable shall, in case of 
difference, be determined in England and 
Ireland by two justices in manner provided 
by Section 24 of The Lands Clauses 
Consolidation Act, 1845, and in Scotland by 
the sheriff in manner provided by Section 
22 of The Lands Clauses Consolidation 
(Scotland) Act, 1845.”—(Mr. Mount.) 


Brought up, and read the first and 
second time. 


Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkcudbright- 
shire), in moving to insert “ or moorland ” 


in line 1, said ke had known cases in| definition of “‘ undergrowth ” which they 


Mr. Mount. 


Sir JAMES RANKIN (Hereford- 
shire, Leominster) moved to amend the 
new clause so as to require the railway 
|company to obtain the consent of the 
owner before entering any plantation, 
wood, or orchard for the purpose of 
taking precautions against the risk of 
fire. His objections had been largely 
met by the new clause, but he desired 
that the consent of the owner should 
be necessary before the company entered 
,;on the land at all. Under the clause 
there was no limitation as to the land 
they might enter, nor was there any 
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might cut down without consent, unnecessary to enable anyone to enter 
whereas before they cut down bushes the | upon land with the consent of the owner. 
consent of the owner was necessary. It| It had already been provided that ifa 
was difficult sometimes to tell the differ- | fire broke ou: the company might enter 
ence between bushes and undergrowth, | upon land for the purpose of extinguishing 
and great hardship might be inflicted | it, and it could not be said that that was 
unless the words hé proposed were} an unreasonable provision. What was 
inserted. Without some such proviso | desired was a further power for the com- 
the remedy would really be worse than | pany to enter upon land and take any 
the disease. If the Amendment were /| reasonable precautions to prevent the 
agreed to he would propose to leave out | outbreak of fire. The suggestion of the 
all words after “ purpose,” as he thought | hon. Member for the Leith Burghs had 
the clause would then cover everthing | come rather late in the day, and in view 
that was required. He did not wish to pre- | of the present position of the Bill the 
vent the passage of the’Bill, as he regarded | consideration of that suggestion could 
it as a useful measure, but he thought , not with advantage be now entered 
the amenities of land adjoining the upon. He appealed to his hon. friend 
plantations should be protected. not to press the Amendment. 





Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester-| Coronet PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
shire, Tewkesbury) seconded the Amend- Newton) said that he had had some ex- 


ment. perience in this matter and he should 
be delighted if the railway companies had 
Amendment proposed to the clause— | that power. 


‘‘In line 7, after the word ‘engine’ to | 

insert the words ‘after having obtained the) *Mr. SPEAKER: That is not the 
consent of the owner of the plantation, wood, | point The question the hon and 

or orchard,’ ”—(Sir James Rankin.) P 4 . js ae 
gallant Member is dealing with has 
‘ been disposed of in the new sub-section. 

“ a e e . 

Question proposed, “That those words | pyis Bill deals only with steps to be 


4 a ” 
be there inserted. taken to prevent fires breaking out. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Lith Mr. MOUNT hoped the hon. Baronet 
Burghs) thought that if the remedy were would not press his Amendment. 
worse than the disease the necessary 
antidote would be that compensation Srp JAMES RANKIN said that as his 
should not he payable unless reasonable Amendment did not find favour with 
precautions against fire had been taken. the Committee, and as he was anxious 
If an owner had bramble bushes near a that the Bill should pass, he begged leave 
railway he was almost inviting a fire. to withdraw his Amendment. 
He did not think any hindrances ought 
to be put in the way of the companies Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
taking the necessary precautions. In fact, 
he rather welcomed the proposal, because giz JOSEPH LEESE (Lancashire 
the cost of the precautions, instead of Accrington) moved an Amendment i 
falling on the owner as hitherto, wouldin  jncert after the word “ ue” ie 
future have to be borne by the com- words “thereon within twenty yards 
panies. He did not think there would be | o¢ the railway fence.” 
any difficulty in arranging the necessary | : 


precautions with due regard to the) ; 
amenities of property, and he considered | Sy. SOSRES Csvenitins. Doreen 


: : hoped the promoters would accept 
the clause quite reasonable as it stood. ‘this Amendment. Nearly all the altera- 


|tions in Grand Committee seemed to 

Tae ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir) be in favour of the railway companies, 
Ropert Fintay, Inverness Burghs) | and it was a pity that when a private 
pointed out that the insertion of the| Bill was introduced, in order to get 
words would make the sub-section quite | it through all kinds of interests should 
unnecessary. An Act of Parliament was| be placated and their Amendments 
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agreed to simply in order to pass 
the Bill. It was very serious to give 
railway companies power to enter into 
covers and go any distance into them. 
He thought the House would be wise in 
accepting this Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the clause— 


‘In line 7, to leave out from the word 
‘enter’ to the word ‘and,’ in line 8, and insert 
the words ‘ thereon within twenty yards of the 
railway fence.’ ”—(Sir Joseph Leese.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. MOUNT said that it had been 
shown that twenty yards was not satis- 
factory in every case. The railway 
companies were only being allowed to 
take such precautions as were absolutely 
necessary, and he trusted the hon. 
Member would not imperil the progress 
of the Bill by his present proposal. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said he 
had known cases where every precaution 
had been taken for forty or fifty yards, 
and even then cinders had frequently 
dropped over that distance. 


Mr. LYELL (Dorsetshire, E.) said he 
should support his hon. friend in the 
lobby if he pressed his Amendment to 
a division. It had always been intended 
that one of the principal effects of this 
Bill should be to compel railway com- 
panies to adopt such inventions as were 
available for the prevention of these 
sparks flying about. At the present 
time there was no inducement for 
railway companies to adopt these in- 
ventions. To give these companies leave 
to go any distance into plantations or 
other land to cut down bushes which they 
might consider were liable to catch 
fire, would be putting into their hands 
a power which would be extremely 
liable to abuse. 


Sirk EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, 8.) said he was not one of those 
who regarded railway companies as people 
who were always ready to meet them 
very fairly, but in this particular in- 
stance he thought they had met them 
fairly. The principal complaint of the , 


Mr. Soares. 


{COMMONS} 
|hon. Member for Barnstaple was that 
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cover owners and shooting tenants would 
be affected. He wished to point out 
that this Bill was not brought in in the 
interests of cover owners or shooting 
tenants, but its object was to ensure 
that the crops of-farmers should not be 
damaged and that if they were damaged 
by sparks from engines the farmers 
should receive compensation. The 
farmers were quite satisfied that their 
case had been fairly met by the railway 
companies. 


*Mr. EDMUND FABER (Hamrshire, 
Andover) assured the House that 
railway companies were really desirous 
of finding something that would prevent 
sparks, but they could not do so without 
reducing the power to get up steam. 


*Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (Cam- 
berwell, Peckham) said this question 
had been thoroughly threshed out in 
Committee. The railway companies had 
no desire to damage plantations, for 
which damage they would have to pay. 
The object of the clause was to enable 
the companies to clear the ground ahead 
of a fire and thus arrest its progress; 
and to take precautions against the 
recurrence of afire. The course of a fire 
might be more than twenty yards from 
the railway and if a limit was put in 
it would render the clause useless. 


Sir JOSEPH LEESE asked leave to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause added to the Bill. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn Clause 1, page 1, line 5, after the word 
‘when’ to insert the words ‘after this Act 
comes into operation.’ ” 


‘*In Clause 1, page 1, line 16, to leave out 
the word ‘ Act’ and insert the word ‘ section.’ ”’ 
-—(Mr. Mount). 


Amendments agreed to. 


Mr. SOARES moved an Amendment 
to Clause 1 to enable action for damages 
to be brought under it up to £500 instead 
of merely £100. He said all the altera- 
tions in the Bill seemed to have been 
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made in favour of the railway companies. 
However, he did not see why they should 
be protected. The Bill was one to 
protect farmers, and why should the 
farmers’ claim for damages under the 
Bill be limited to £100. Much more 
serious damage might be done to standing 
crops. He, himself, would like to see no 
restriction at all. He did not see why 
railway companies who had committed 
damage should not pay the whole 
amount; but, if some limitations were 
desired, he was willing that it should be 
£500. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 18, to leave out the word 
‘one,’ and insert the word ‘five ’—(Mr. 
Seares)—instead therof.” 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘one’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. BRIGHT (Shropshire, Oswestry) 
said he agreed with his hon. friend that 
the amount to which damages were to be 
limited was far too low. It seemed to 
him that if a railway company did 
damage at all it should be responsible 
for a higher amount. The higher the 
amount the companies had to pay the 
surer they would be to find out an early 
remedy for sparks. It was only a 
question, after all, for experiment, and 
the resources of science were not ex- 
hausted. 


Mr. GEORGE FABER (York) said he 
did not think it was wise to penalise 
railway companies too much. When 
powers were originally given to rail- 
way companies it was very well known 
that the railways would be run by 
steam, and that the locomotives would 
emit sparks. In view of the difficulties 


which the companies had found in| 


getting a remedy for sparks, he held that 
it would not be right to penalise them in 
the way proposed. 


Mr. MOUNT expressed the hope that 
the hon. Gentleman would not press the 
Amendment. This matter was threshed 
out by the Committee upstairs, and he 
thought the arrangement come to was 
a fairly reasonable one. He would point 
out that, apart from the protection given 


under this Bill, the farmer would still have | 
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| the remedy which he had at present a® 
‘common law. In ninety-nine cases out 
of a hundred the damage done to 
| agricultural produce would be met by 
| the £100 limit. 


Mr. COURTENAY, WARNER agreed 
with his hon. friend that the railway com- 
panies had made rather a good bargain 
in regard to the limit of £100. But there 
was no mode of getting the Bill through 
this session if they were going to fight 
the railway companies on all points. The 
proposal in the Bill was a compromise, 
and, as had been pointed out, the limit 
stipulated would cover most of the cases 
of damages. In cases where a greater 
amount of damage was done the loser 
would not be prevented from pursuing 
the railway company under common law. 
In the interest of agriculturists they 
would do well to take the Bill as it stood, 
rather than wreck it, and possibly be left 
in the position of not getting another for 
years. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said the 
limitation of £100 was not in itself 
unreasonable. The Bill left intact the 
remedy that at present existed at common 
law, but the person seeking redress in 
that way had to prove negligence. This 
Bill was specially introduced to provide 
another form of remedy. It was par- 
ticularly hard on a person whose crops 
had been destroyed that he had to ad- 
duce evidence, it might be by experts, 
for the purpose of establishing negli- 
gence. That was peculiar'; hard in the 
case of the smaller tenants. The Bill, 
as passed by the Grand Committee and 
amended by the House, relieved the 
small farmer from that hardship and 
enabled him to get redress from the 
railway company. He could not help 
feeling that the limit introduced in 
Grand Committee was in itself reasonable 
and in consonance with the purpose of the 
Bill. He hoped the hon. Gentleman 
would not think it necessary to divide 
the House on the Amendment. 


Mr. SPEAR (Devonshire, Tavistock) 
said he felt: a great interest in some 
protection being given to agriculturists ; 
but, knowing the difficulty they had in 
Grand Committee to get the Bill through, 
he ventured to appeal to Members 
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opposite to withdraw the Amendment. 
He considered it would be a great pity 
to risk the loss of the Bill because they 
did not get all they wanted. Agricul- 
turists wished no injustice to be done to 
the railway companies; indeed, quite the 
reverse. The Bill was a matter of justice, 


and he hoped they would not risk it by 


the Amendment. 


{COMMONS} 


| Mr. BRIGG suggested that a com- 
| promise might be made by making the 
limit £200. He thought that would meet. 


| all the circumstances of the case. 


Mr. SOARES agreed to the suggestion. 


Mr. LUKE WHITE (Yorkshire, | 


E.R., Buckrose) said they were told by | 
the Attorney-General that agriculturists | 


might suffer more than £100 damages 


by sparks, but they would still be entitled | 
to have recourse to the common law. | 


It was, however, the very difficulties 
under the common law which had led 
to the introduction of the Bill. He felt 
quite sure that the limit of £100 was far 
too low. It might be in the interest 


of those in charge of the Bill that they 


should suggest some larger sum than 


£100, and, if they did so, there would be | 


some general agreement. 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) 
said that on this occasion he agreed 


with hon. Gentlemen opposite. At the | 
present time no man could succeed | 


in an action against a railway company 
for damages caused by fire sparks unless 
he could bring it home that there was 


negligence in the management or con- 


struction of the engines, and great 
expense had to be incurred.to prove 


that the engine was not so con-| 
structed as to prevent sparking. Coal | 
ws now so expensive that railway | 


ccmpanies used more bad coal in their 
engines, and high speed required such a 
large amount of coal that he did not 
think there was any doubt in the mind 
of anybody in agricultural districts that 
bad coal was in no small part the cavse 


of these fires. That being the state of | 
the law, a one-clause Bill was brought | 


in to compel companies to pay damages 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
pointed out that the Bill had still to. 
go through the Third Reading stage. 
This was the last. day available for the 
consideration of the Bill on Report, and 
‘he thought they should not discuss 
Amendments at great length. It would 
be perfectly impossible to pass the Bill 
unless the Government gave facilities. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, to leave out Clause 2.” 


“In page 2, line 7, to leave out the words: 
* No action under this Act shall be,’ and insert 
the words ‘This Act shall not apply in the: 
case of any action for damage by fire.’ ”—(Mr. 
Mount.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Sir MARK STEWART moved an 
Amendment on Clause 3 for the purpose: 
|of extending from seven to fourteen 
days the period during which notice 
might be given to a railway company 
of a claim for damages. He could not. 
| think that the railway companies would 
really object to a fortnight’s notice. In 
| some cases farmers lived a long way from 
| the farms and were dependent on shep- 
herds and others for information. 


| 


Srrk JOSEPH LEESE seconded the: 
| Amendment. 


whether the loss, however great, was | 


caused by negligence or not, and there | 
was no serious opposition to it; how- | 
ever, since the Second Reading, they 


were aSked to pass a clause limiting 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 10, to leave out the word 
‘seven,’ and insert the word ‘ fourteen’ ”—(Sir 


the amount of damages which the | Mark Stewart),—instead thereof. 


¢.-mpanies were to be liable to pay to £100. | 
He should vote for the Amendment. The | 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the word 


argument that they would get no Bill at | ‘seven’ stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Spear. 
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all unless the proposals in that Bill were 
agreed to had no weight with him. 
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Sir CHARLES RENSHAW (Ren- 
frew, W.) said this Bill was placing 
an onerous charge on the railway com- 
panies. The whole question whether 
there was an obligation resting on a 
railway company to pay would depend 
on the evidence as to whether the damage 
had been caused by a spark from an 
engine. The persons whose crops were 
damaged could easily give notice within 
seven days, and it would be easier in that 
case for the railway companies to trace 
whether or not they were liable. Fires of 
this kind not infrequently arose through 
fires lighted by tinkers, and unless rail- 
way companies had notice within a short 
period they would not be able to satisfy 
themselves whether they were liable. 


Mr. SOARES said the amount of 
the claim was limited to £100, and this 
was not a very onerous burden on the 
wealthy railway companies of the coun- 
try. All the new terms of the Bill 
seemed to be on the side of the railway 
companies. He agreed that this was 
a very serious and important Amend- 
ment, because it had to be remembered 
that the people who would suffer were 
farmers, who were not accustomed 
to sending in claims for damages. They 
had to send in notice of their claim and 
also particulars of the damage within 
seven days, which was a very short 
period, seeing that they would have to 
assess the damage, probably having to 
engage a valuer to do it. He considered 
fuller time should be allowed. 


Mr. MOUNT expressed the hope 
that the hon. Member would not press 
the Amendment. The matter was dis- 
cussed by the Grand Committee, and it 
was agreed that seven days should be 
the time. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON said that 
the Amendment was very important; 
and he thought that the Government 
should make some concession in the 
matter. 


CotoneL PILKINTON said that 
it seemed to him the railway 
companies ought to concede some- 
thing here. It seemed to him quite 
a monstrous suggestion on the part 
of the railway companies that a 
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claim for damages should be sent 
in in writing within seven days, if the 
House would excuse him putting it in 
such strong language. He should have 
thought twenty-eight days would have 
been much more appropriate. It 
meant, if seven days notice was left in, 
that farmers might be too late. 
Surely the railway companies were not 
going to press that. Surely they did 
not want to evade just claims. Just 
claims might be too late, for farmers 
might not be able to get their full claims 
in writing made out within seven days. 
He was not going to suggest twenty- 
eight days, but he did think that for the 
sake of getting the Bill these just sug- 
gestions and claims ought to be met. 
This seemed to him to be most fair, and 
he trusted that the House would insist 
on fourteen days notice. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8.W.) 
said it was only by compromise that the 
Bill could be got through. The pro- 
moters were prepared to accep: the 
Amendment if they were not asked for 
any more. 


Sir JOSEPH LEESE said he 
should be quite prepared to accept 
the proposal that seven days should 
be given for notice, and fourteen days 
for the preparation of the claim. 


Mr. LYELL said that no argument 
had been adduced in favour of the 
retention of the words “seven days,” 
except that damage might be caused 
by tinkers, whom it would be 
difficult to trace. He protested against 
the hon. Member for South-West 
Manchester regarding this as a great 
concession, and that no further concession 
should be given. 


Str ROBERT FINLAY suggested 
that fourteen days should be given for 
furnishing the particulars of the damage. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY moved to 
insert in line 10, after “damage,” the 
words ‘and within fourteen days as 
regards particulars of the damage.’ 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 10, after the word ‘damage’ 
to insert the words ‘and within fourteen days 
as regards particulars of the damage.’ ”—(The 
Attorney-General.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Str MARK STEWART moved an 
Amendment to insert in line 15, after 
“land,” the words “or moorland.” 
It might be all right in a stone wall 
country; but in the Highlands the heather 
would burn like tinder. 


Sir}|HUGH SHAW-STEWART (Ren- 


frew, E.) seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the Biil— 


“In page 2, line 15, after the word ‘land,’ to 
insert the words ‘or moorland.’ —(Sir Mark 
Stewart.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘or moorland’ be there inserted.” 


Mr. SEYMOUR ORMSBY-GORE 
(Lincolnshire, Gainsborough) said that 
what the Amendment really aimed at 
was the protection of grouse. The 
damage in that case might be very 
excessive ; and he should certainly vote | 
against the Amendment. 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 24, to leave out the words 
‘Gompensation for Damage to Crops,’ and insert 
the words ‘ Railway Fires.’ ’’—( Mr. Mount.) 


ONS} 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 24, at end to insert the 
words ‘This Act shall apply to agricultural land 
under the management of the Commissioners of 
Woods and to agricultural crops thereon.’ ”— 
(Mr. Victor Cavendish.) 


Motion made, and Question, ‘‘ That the 
Bill be now read the third time,” put, 
and agreed to. 


(King’s consent signified), Bill read the 
third time, and passed. 


COAL MINES (WEIGHING OF MINERALS) 
BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com 


| mittee), considered. 


Amendments proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 1, line 17, after the words ‘ deputy 


| check-weigher,’ to insert the words ‘as the 


299 


case may be. 


“In page 2, line 10, after the words ‘ check- 
weigher, to insert the words, ‘or deputy- 
check-weigher.’ ” 

“In page 2, line 14, to leave out the word 

:99 


‘so 


“In page 2, line 14, after the word ‘ paid,’ to 


| insert the words ‘ as aforesaid.’ ” 


Str ROBERT FINLAY said that 
under the terms of the Bill ‘‘ moorland ” 
was excluded. 


Str CHARLES RENSHAW said that 
his hon. friend who seconded the Amend- | 
ment was not only politically, but per- 
sonally, a neighbour; and he was 
quite sure his hon. friend would agree 
that there were many moors which 
ought to be more frequently burned. 
It would be a most difficult thing to 
trace the origin of a fire, and in the case 
of moorland it would be difficult to | 
assess the damage that had been done, 
because fires on the moorlands usually | 
took place in those parts which were 
most neglected. He hoped his hon. 
friend would withdraw the Amendment. | 


Question put, and negatived. 
Sir Robert Finlay. 


| 
\ 


“In page 2, line 16, at the beginning, 
to insert the words ‘ For the purposes of the 
principal Act and of this Act.’ ” 

“In page 2, line 19, after the word ‘ shall,’ to 
insert the words ‘ be deemed to.’ ” 

“In page 2, line 28, after the word ‘ gotten,’ 
to insert the words ‘ be deemed to.’ ” 


“In page 2, line 29, after the word ‘ those,’ 


to insert the words ‘ who are.’ ”’ 


“In page 2, line 29, to leave out the words 
‘in respect of,’ and insert the word ‘ from.’ ” 


“In page 3, line 10, after thaword ‘ and,’ to 
insert the words ‘The Coal Mines Regulation 
Act (1887) Amendment Act, 1903, and.’ ”— 
(Mr. Compton Rickett.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed 
‘That the Bill be now read a third time.” 


*Mr. COMPTON RICKETT (Scar- 
borough) said he should like to acknow- 
ledge the treatment the Bill had met 














a 








1493 Coal Mines (Weighing 


with in the Committee from the coal- 
owners, who had behaved most fairly. 
Under all the circumstances he thought 
it was right als» to mention that they 
were indebted very much to the Under- 
Secretary to the Home Office for medi- 
tion and assistance. 


CoLtoneL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton) said his hon. friend oppo- 
site had recognised the conciliatory 
spirit in which the coal-mine owners 
had received this Bill and had treated 
it in all its stages. They had had 
a great many conferences with the 
miners’ representatives and with the 
hon. Member himself, and after all those 
conferences they withdrew the Amend- 
ments and allowed the Bill to go through 


all its stages without any friction or. 


opposition. Now, what they pressed 
for was to attach to this Bill a clause 
which was really of the same nature as 
the check-weighing clause. He pressed 
for a clause to be put in with regard to 
the weighing of foreign matter. The 
hon. Gentleman and his friends pointed 
out to them that, although in some 
respects they would be ready to discuss 
such a thing as that, and although they ad- 
mitted that it ought to be discussed, they 
considered that this was not the time and 
that it should be left for the future and 
for a larger Bill. He and his friends 
wished to do this now and they thought 
it was a good opportunity, because the 
Bill was not a long one and they thought 
the result was obtainable, but, when it 
was pointed out to them the great diffi- 
culties the miners had to contend with, 
they .saw at once that there was great 
force in the position put to them, and 
they acquiesced and helped the miners 
with the passage of the Bill. Now what 
did the hon. Gentleman himself say, 
speaking at the Grand Committee. He 
said— 

“ Therefore, if this were a perfectly good case, 
still I would submit to the Committee that it 
is not the time, nor is this Bill the opportunity 
for pressing it. To put it into this Bill would 
most certainly wreck the Bill. This is a matter 
for discussion, and I am glad to say that the 
representatives of the men in meeting the coal- 
owners have suggested that this question should 
come up at the Conciliation Board’s meeting 


at once, and that it should be thoroughly 
threshed out, and that sooner or later it should 


form the subject of legislation in conjunction | 


{7 JuLy 1905} 
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| with the provisions of the Act of 1887, which 
will be looked at from more points than one.” 


The Under-Secretary for the Home 
Office also gave great attention to the 
Bill, and he thought if the hon. Gentleman 
said anything now he would probably say 
he would be glad to see something done 
on the lines he had stated. These were 
his words in the Grand Committee— 


“Now, as regards this particular Amend- 
ment which deals with this difficulty, it has 
been one that has been long felt. It is over- 
come now, and [ believe it is overcome by 
illegal methods. Both parties, men and em- 
ployers, are more or less guilty, in these arrange- 
ments come to, of technical illegalities. Under 
those circumstances I must have great sym- 
pathy with any measure to make legal that 
which is not legal, but which is generally agreed 
upon by both employers and workmen. Now 
this point has been considered by the Home 
Department on more than one occasion. Mr. 
Asquith and Lord Ridley endeavoured to meet 
it. Neither of them succeeded in doing so.” 


Then his hon. friend in the further 
arguments Of hisspeech went on to say— 


“TI think it is a very legitimate and proper 
one,. but I have heard what the hon. Member 
who is in charge of the Bill hassaid. He says 
that there has been a meeting between those who 
promote the Bill on the one side, and those 
who are not promoting it on the other side, 
and that they have met to consider this question 
with every desire to come to a solution ; and he 
pledges himself, on behalf of the workers, not to 
let the subject die, not to say anything in the 
future in a hostile way, but to take it into their 
early and immediate consideration ; and, if a 
Bill is introduced to deal with this question, that 
it will meet with no factious opposition from 
the employed. Under those circumstances, 
we may consider this is a genuine, and a reliable, 
and a bona fide offer of the working men, and 
if they go away from that they will lose a great 
deal of weight. I hope and believe that that is 
their intention, and I say to hon. Members not 
to press even a good thing if it is going to have a 
disastrous effect upon a humble and useful 
measure. The fate of this Bill entirely depends 
upon the good will of the House of Commons. 
If there is one side or the other hostile we know 
thatitsdoom is sealed. It has many good, useful, 
and modest provisions, and I commend it to 
the Committee. Under those circumstances 
I would suggest, although I have no right to do 
so, to my hon. friends who have been most 
reasonable, to meet the thing in this respect 
—that they should not press the clause, which 
is beset with so many difficulties at the present 
time.” 


The result of all those appeals from 
the Home Office and from the hon. 
Members opposite was that they cer- 
tainly fell in with their view. They 
felt it was only right to do so. They 
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felt most thoroughly that the Bill as it 
at present stood did not go very far, 
but as far as it went it was a good, useful, 
and carefully - drawn Bill. Therefore, 
he had much pleasure on the Grand 
Committee in acquiescing in the desire 
expressed by the promoters of the Bill, 
and he was glad to-day to wish the Bill 
every success, and that it should pass 
its Third Reading. 


*Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 
said he had listened with some surprise to 
the lengthy quotations read by the hon. 
Member opposite, and he wondered why 
they had been read. He thought there 
must be some ulterior motive in his 
reading them. Why did the hon. Member 
read those statements unless it was to 
put on record that the miners’ representa- | 
tives would, in cases of deductions for 
foreign matter, go in the direction of 
the proposals of the coalowners, upon 
which the men had strong opinions? 
It might be that in the future 
some large Bill would be brought in, 
as an improvement of the Mines Regula- 
tion Act, and that these statements 
read with such emphasis and clearness 
would then be brought before them as 
some pledge to force upon the miners’ 
representatives some such clause. Speak- 
ing for himself, he knew of no inference 
or implied pledge given by the miner’s 
representatives that they would go in 
any direction so far as deductions for 
foreign material were concerned, and he 
rose to safeguard himself from any such 
inference being drawn. He joined in 
thanking the coalowners for the con- 
ciliatory manner in which they had met 
the Bill, but if it had not been for the 
stubbornness of some coalowners i 
would never have been necessary at 
all. If they (the employers) had put 
into operation what they (the work- | 
men, considered the legitimate powers 
given to them and the provisions 
provided for them under the principal 
Act of 1887, there would never have been 
any need to introduce this Bill or for any 
arrangement to be made, because, with 
the exception of one or two cases, in| 
tne whole of the United Kingdom | 
the provisions of the principal Bill were | 
carried out. He was aware of no case in | 
Durham where the check-weighing system | 


Colonel Pilkington. 
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was in force where there was not a ~ 


cabin and proper provisions for weighing, 


CotoneEL PILKINGTON said that 
this was a _ serious matter. The 
deliberations upstairs did not appear 
on record anywhere to-day. He had 
only read out what his hon. friend 
and the Under - Secretary of State had 
said. Ifthe Bill had been before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House everything 
said would of course have been on record. 
He would only say to his hon. friend that 
the coal proprietors and the miners’ 
representatives had really co-operated 
in this matter, and he trusted on some 
future occasion the miners’ representa- 
tives would co-operate with the coal- 
owners. 


Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) 
expressed his satisfaction that this Bill 
had reached its Third Reading. He had 
always desired to treat questions of this 
kind in a conciliatory spirit, and the 
sooner that state of things could be 
brought about which would insure that 
the interests of both sides would be safe- 
guarded and that each side would be 
able to carry on their trade in a peaceful 
way the better. The check-weighing 
system was at the root of the adminis- 
trative working of the mines so far as 
economy was concerned. The hon. Gen- 
tleman opposite had truly stated that the 
irregularities which this Bill was intended 
to meet in their opinion only applied to 
isolated cases. It had certainly been a 
surprise to him that it was necessary 
to insert many things which he had round 
in the Bill. He did not think that any 
colliery owner would take any credit for 
having acted in a conciliatory spirit. 
That was the desire of all who were 
engaged in colliery affairs. It was their 
desire to do everything they could to 
do away with anything that caused 
friction and inconvenience. He thought 
it was wiser not to attempt to widen 
the Bill in any way. 


Tue UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Cocurane, Ayrshire, N.) referring to what 
had transpired in Committee said it was 
at the time admitted that the question 
was one deserving of consideration, but 
the time was not propitious for it. He 
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believed meetings of hon. Members 
interested on both sides had been held 
and that it had been agreed on behalf of 
the coalowners that such a contentious 
clause ought not to be introduced, while 
hon. Members who had introduced the 
Bill had stated on behalf of the men 
that ifit were brought up on a subsequent 
occasion it should not be dealt with in 
a contentious or hostile spirit. 


*Mr. COMPTON RICKETT: I do not 
wish to interrupt, but I said that the 
matter would be discussed in the first 
instance by the miners at the Conciliation 
Board. The subject would be treated in 
a fair and impartial manner. 


*Mr. COCHRANE hoped that under the 
circumstances the House could agree to 
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was no doubt aimed at drunken persons, 
but surely, in view of the difficulty of 
telling when a man was drunk, the 
clause should be more definite. He 
suggested it required the addition of 
the word “obviously” before the 
words “drunken person.” The diffi- 
culty was to decide when a man was 
drunk. He had had to do that thousan |s 
of times, but different people held 
different views. One thought a man 
excited by a single glass of beer was 
drunk: another held that he must be 
totally incapable before he could be so 
described. No man would be safe under 
the Bill if he went into a public-house 
and offered to stand a drink. He was 
not in favour of the habit of standing 
drinks all round: but he had stood 
drinks in his time—no not at an Election— 
because that was dangerous and petitions 





the Third Reading of the Bill. 


| 
| 
| 


Bill read the third time and passed. | 
— | 
DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND) BILL. | 

As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee) considered. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S8.), 
on behalf of the hon. Member for West 
Donegal, moved the Amendment stand- 
ing in his name. 


Amendment propose1 to the Bill— 

‘In page 2, line 31, after the word ‘or,’ to 
insert the word ‘knowingly.’”— (Mr. 7. W. 
Russell.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
<«That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


*CoLonEL NOLAN (Galway, N.) ob- 
jected. He had, he said, intende 
to move an Amendment to Clause 11, 
which he understood had been put in 
solely at the instance of publicans. It 
would unfairly penalise sober people. It 
provided that a sober person who went 
into a public-house and offered a glass 


might bein the air—but he did think the 
clause ought to have been more care- 
fully constructed, and under the cir:um- 
stances he should feel it his duty to vote 
against the Bill unless Clause 11 was 
amended. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said the clause 
‘had been inserted at the request of the 
|Dublin Publicans’ Society for the pro- 
| tection of publicans, who complained 
i'that, while they were liable to punish- 
iment for serving a drunken man, it 
often occurred that the drink was 
‘called for by a perfectly sober man and 
given to a drunken person, and it was 
not fair that they should be penalised 
‘in that case. He hoped the Bill would 
under the circumstances be read a third 
time. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington’ 
S.) agreed that the wording of the 
clause was too drastic. In reply to the 
question raised by a previous speaker, 
there was no such provision in the Eng- 
lish licensing law. While he was not 
prepared to oppose the Third Reading 
‘he did feel sorry that the hon. Member 
had lost his opportunity of moving his 
very proper Amendment. 


| 





CoLtoneEL NOLAN asked if he coulda 


of beer to another man might be subject|move to re-commit the Bill in respect 


to fine and imprisonment. The Bill 


|of Clause 11. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Such a Motion 
would be in order but the hon. and 
gallant Member could not make it as 
he has exhausted his right of speech. 


THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL FOR 
IRELAND (Mr. James CampsBeE Lt, Dublin 
University) undertook to introduce the 
word “ knowingly” in another place, so 
as to make it punishable for a man to 
knowingly give drink to a drunken 
person.” 


CotonEL NOLAN: I should prefer 
the words to a “manifestly drunken 
person.” 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL feared that 
that would lead to considerable diffi- 
culties of interpretation. 


Mr. JOSEPH DEVLIN (Kilkenny, 
N.) urged the hon. and gallant Member 
to accept the offer of the Government. 
He quite sympathised with him, and 
concurred that anything which was 
the outcome of an agreement between 
the trade and the temperance party 
should have been viewed with special 
suspicion by the Government. 

Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.) said it had 
been stated in the debate that the publi- 
cans of Ireland had been consulted with 
regard to the provisions of this Bill, and 
that they were in favour of it. He ac- 
cepted that statement in good faith, and 
he, for one, should not attempt to chal- 
lenge either the honesty or the intelligence 
of the publicans of Ireland. He knew 
that many of the publicans of Ireland 
were highly respectable and intelligent 
men and good citizens, but, with all due 
respect both to the publicans of Ireland, 
who appeared to have been consulted, 
and all the other people who had been 
and were still connected with the pressing 
forward of this measure, he ventured to 
say that this Bill was uncalled for, ill- 
considered, mischievous in its provisions, 
and offensive to every Irishman who 
had any regard for the fair fame of his 
country. The very title ‘“ Drunkenness 
(Ireland) Bill”? was offensive. If there 
was one man in Ireland who indulged 
to excess in strong drink he should say 
that there was too much drunkenness in 
Ireland. Unfortunately there was more 
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than one person who indulged in strong 
drink in Ireland, but he utterly denied 
that the number who indulged to excess. 
in Ireland was any greater than in Eng- 
land, Scotland, or Wales. Therefore, he 
resented any special measure of this kind 
being brought forward to deal with 
drunkenness in Ireland which was not 
applicable to Great Britain as well. He 
was proud to say that there were at the 
present time healthy influences at work 


, Which were bringing about a very great 


change in the habits of the people of 
Ireland in regard to indulging in strong 
drink. Although those influences might 
not be of such a sweeping character, yet 
he believed that the steady growth of the 
temperance movement in Ireland, based 
upon moderation and religious suasion, 
would have a far more beneficial effect 
than any coercive measures of this 
character which might be passed by this 
House. He considered this Act, if passed, 
would be an addition to the long list of 
coercive Acts which had been applied 
to Ireland. This measure in its former 
stages appeared to have been smuggled 
through the House. It was not debated 
on the Second Reading, and it had been 
got through after midnight in a hole-and- 
corner way without the knowledge of the 
majority of the Members of the Irish 
Party in the House. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The Second 
Reading was passed on the Motion of the 
hon. Member for Donegal on a Friday 
afternoon. 


Mr. NOLAN said it got through 
Committee in the same way. Clause 13 
would compel a husband to give evidence 
against his wife, and the wife to give 
evidence against her husband. To his 
mind such a proposal was an outrage 
upon family life and the social relations 
which existed in Ireland. So far as families 
in Ireland were concerned, the proposals 
in this Bill were an outrage on common 
sense. He moved, as an Amendment, 


“That the Bill be recommitted to a 


Committee of the whole House in respect 
of Amendments to Clauses 11 and 13.” 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Glasgow, St- 
Rollox) seconded the Amendment. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘be,’ to the 
end of the Question, and add the words ‘ re- 
committed to a Committee of the whole House 
in respect of Clauses 11 and 13.’ "—(Mr. Nolan.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
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against her husband, and a husband to 
give evidence against his wife. He did 
not believe that there was a provis on oi 
that kind in any English Act of a similar 
character. He thought his hon. friend 
was quite justified in moving the recom- 
mittal of this Bill. 








Question.” 


Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, S.) sup- 


ported the Amendment. 


Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. : 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | 
Baker, Joseph Allen 


Balecarres, Lord | 


| 
He said Clause | 
13 would compel a wife to give evidence | Noes, 22. 


The 


AYES. 


| Gordon, Hn JE (Elgin & Nairn) 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


| Hammond, John 


Hayden, John Patrick 


House 
(Division List No. 251.) 


Question put. 


divided :—Ayes, 137; 


| O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
| O'Dowd, John 

| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, 
Parrott, William 

| Partington, Oswald 


sanbury, Sir Frederick George | Hayter, Rt Hn. Sir Arthur D. | Philipps, John Wynford 


sarran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) | 
Sell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Bowles, Lt-Col HF (Middlesex) 
Brigg, John 

Bright, Allan Heywood 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, NE( York, NR, Whitby) 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, Rt Hn JA (Glasgow) | 
Campbell, J H M (Dublin Univ. | 
Campbell, John(Armagh, 8S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. | 
Cawley, Frederick 

Coben, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Fdwards, Frank 

Fellowes, Rt. Hn Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, P. S..(Warwick, S. W.) 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 








Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 


Helder, Augustus 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutchinson, Dr. Charles Fredk. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall | 


Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lucas, Reginald J (Portsmouth 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Kenna, Reginaid 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Moss, Samuel 

Mount, William Arthur 
Mobray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murphy, John 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


NOES. 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cullinan, J. 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 





Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt. Col. Edward 
| Reddy, M. 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Reid, Sir R Threshie (Dumfries 
| Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
| Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
| Round, Rt. Hn. James 
Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sbaw-Stewart, Sir H( Renfrew 
| Sheehy, David 
Slack, John Bamford 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spear, John Ward 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sullivan, Donal 
| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
| Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 
Vincent,Col Sir CEH(Sheffield) 
| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
| Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
| Welby, Lt. Col. ACE.(Taunton) 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


| TELLERS FoR THE AyEsS—Mr. 
| T. W. ‘Russell and ;Mr. 
| Edward Mitchell. 


Doogan, P. C. 
Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Fergusson, Rt Hn Sir,J(Manc’r. 
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Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst , Nolan, Col. John P. (Galway,N 


Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Flower, Sir Ernest O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Flynn, James Christopher O’Connor, James(Wicklow, W. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. | Pease, Herb Pike (Darlington) 
Greene, Henry D (Shrewsbury | Purvis, Robert 

Groves, James Grimble Rankin, Sir James 

Lundon, W. | Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


Main Question put. 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Stanley, Edward Jas (Somerset 
Tuff, Charles 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


TELLERS FoR THE NoES—Mr. 
Mooney and Mr. Nolan. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 147; Noes, 


18. (Division List No. 252.) 


AYES. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Gordon, Hn J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Ainsworth, John Stirling | Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 


Allen, Charles P. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hn. Jobn 
Bain, Colone] James Robert | Hayden, John Patrick 
Balcarres, Lord ' Helder, Augustus 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George | Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charies H. 
Barran, Rowland Hirst Higham, John Sharp 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) | Hogg, Lindsay 

Bell, Richard Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Boland, John Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Brigg, John | Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Bright, Allan Heywood ' Hutchinson, Dr. CharlesFredk. 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn Jacoby, James Alfred 

Burns, John Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Burt, Thomas Joicey, Sir James 

Butcher, John George | Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire 
Buxton, NE(York,NR,Whitby | Joyce, Michael 

Caldwell, James Kilbride, Denis 

Cameron, Robert Kimber, Sir Henry 
Campbell, Rt Hn JA(Glasgow) Kitson, Sir James 

Campbell, J.HM(Dublin Univ. Lambert, George 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) Lamont, Norman 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. Law, Andrew Bonar (Glasgow) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Cawley, Frederick Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole Leng, Sir John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph Lewis, John Herbert 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow Lloyd-George, David 

Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Cremer, William Randal Lyell, Charles Henry 

Cripps, Charles Alfred MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
Crooks, William MacVeagi, Jeremiab 
Cullinan, J. M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Devlin, Chas. Ramsay(Galway Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Donelan, Captain A. Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) Moss, Samvel 

Duffy, William J. Mount, William Artbur 
Duncan, J. Hastings Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Dunn, Sir William Murphy, Jobn 

Edwards, Frank | Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Fellowes, RtHnAilwynEdward | O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
Fenwick, Charles | O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Fergusson, Rt.HnSir J.(Mane’r | O’ Dowd, John 

Flavin, Michael Joseph | O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
Flower, Sir Ernest | Parrott, William 

Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn | Partington, Oswald 

Goddard, Daniel Ford | Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington) 


| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Hammond, John 


NOES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex. F | Baker, Joseph Allen 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Allsopp, Hon. George Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Austin, Sir John | Doogan, P. C. 





Philipps, John Wynford 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Reddy, M. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie(Dumfries 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Round, Rt. Hon. James 
Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Shaw-Stewart, Sir H. (Renfrew 
Sheehy, David 

Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Slack, John Bamford 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmia, George 

Tuff, Charles 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.Sir CEH(Sheffield 
Walton, John Lawson (Leeds,S 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart 


TFLLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
T. W. Russell and Mr. 
Edward Mitchell. 


| Faber, Edmund B. (Hants,W. 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
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Groves, James Grimble O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | TELLERS FoR THE Nozs— 
Lundon, W. O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W | Colonel Nolan and Mr. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | Purvis, Robert | Mooney. 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


PUBLIC TRUSTEE AND EXECUTOR 
BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), further considered. 


Mr. SLACK (Hertforshire, St. Albans) 
moved, on Clause 2 (Appointment of pub- 
lic trustee to be trustee, executor, etc.), 
the following additional sub-section :— 
“Notice of any proposed appointment 
of the public trustee either as a new 
or additional trustee shall where practic- 
able be given to all persons beneficially 
interested who are resident in the United 
Kingdom and whose addresses are known 
to the persons proposing to make the 
appointment or applying to the Court for 
that purpose or if such beneficiaries are 
infants to their guardians.” He said he 
desired to take that opportunity of 
thanking the Solicitor-General for the 
most generous spirit in which he had 
met his views as embodied in the 
Amendments on the Paper. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs) 


seconded. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 26, at end, to insert the 
words ‘ Notice of any proposed appointment of 
the public trustee either as a new or additional 
trustee shall be given to all persons beneficially 
interested who are resident in the United 
Kingdom and whose addresses are known to 
the persons proposing to made the appointment 
or applying to the Court for that purpose or if 
such beneficiaries are infants to their 
guardians.’ ”—(Mr. Slack.) 


Question proposed. ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Tue SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir 
EpwWarbD Carson, Dublin University) said 
he should advise the House to accept 


preserve and carry out the objects of the 
Bill. ‘ 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) 
supported the Amendment, though he 
did not understand the need of the 
words ‘‘ where practicable.” He thought 
those general words largely negatived the 
value of the Amendment. He should 
like to hear concrete cases to which they 
might apply. He took it that those 
words had been accepted by his hon. 
friend as some compromise, and in the 
interest of peace, but he was not bound 
by such an indefinite compromise, and 
he should like to know why the words 
were said to be necessary. 


Str ROBERT REID said that what 
was meant to be done by those words was 
to prevent the absence of them, in im- 
practicable cases, from being a fatal 
objection. He regretted to hear that 
the hon. Member for South Islington was 
not a friend of peace. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: I repudiate 
that suggestion entirely. In other 
respects I support the Amendment, but 
I do not want a hollow peace with 
slanders of my hon. profession, which, as 
a whole and with comparativelv few 
exceptions, is honourable. 


Sir ROBERT REID said nobody knew 
better than he did the honourable way 
in which the duties of the legal profession 
were discharged in this country, but he 
thought there were cases also, as in 
| every profession, of black sheep, and it 
| was the duty of Parliament to do all that 
'could be done to safeguard the puplic 

in those exceptional cases. What was 
/meant to be done by these words was 
| to prevent the absence of them, in im- 
| practicable cases, from being a fatal 
| objection. It was impossible to specify 
| all the possible contingencies which might 
| happen. 


the Amendment as reasonable, and, in | 


thanking the hon. Member opposite for 
what he had said, acknowledged the 
ready manner in which he had met 
the endeavour of the promoters to 


Mr. SLACK said his reason for accept- 
ing the words was that there might be a 
difficulty in ascertaining who were the 
persons beneficially interested. 
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Mr. MOSS (Denbighshire, E.) asked 


what was to be the test of “ where 
practicable.” The expression was vague 
and its introduction in the clause might 
give rise to a great deal of litigation. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said _ he 
thought the words were necessary. If 
there was any technical difficulty in the 
way he would have the words recast. 


Question put, and agreed te. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 


pool, Exchange) moved to insert the, 
“Tf in the exe- 


following sub-section : 
cution of any trust any discretion is vested 
in the public trustee the Court may, 
upon the application of any person in- 
terested under the instrument creating the 
trust or otherwise, direct in what man- 
ner such discretion shall be exercised.” 
He said the Amendment had not been 
framed in any hostility to the Bill. The 
object of these words was to protect 
beneficiaries against official supineness. 
Where there was discretion given under 
a trust to, for instance, carry on a busi- 
ness or sell it, the public trustee, it was 
thought, would naturally be disposed 
to take that course which involved the 
least responsibility. The Amendment 
provided for beneficiaries, who were not 
satisfied with the course which the public 
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(the public trustee the co-trustee should 


have the fullest power, altogether out- 
Side the opinion of the public trustee. 


Mr. BUTCHER (York) expressed the 
opinion that the terms of the Amend- 
ment were too wide, because it enabled 
a beneficiary in all matters connected 
with the disposal of an estate to go to 
Court and waste the trust funds in 
getting the opinion of the Court as to 
the discretion of the public trustee. 
There might be cases in which the public 
trustee ought not to exercise discretion, 
as, for instance, in the case of a testator 
making his will before this Act was 
passed and intending that a private 
trustee should deal with it. A business 
man might leave the carrying on of his 
business in the hands of trustees, and the 
exercise of their discretion in carrying 
on or disposing of the business would be 
a matter of vital moment to the trust 
estate. The testator would presume 
that the trustees or their successors 
would exercise their discretion properly, 
but under this Bill it might very well 
happen that the public trustee would 
be the sole trustee under that estate 
to exercise discretion. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said in that 
case any beneficiary would be entitled 
to bring the matter before the Court. 


trustee proposed to take, going before | 


the Court and asking that the public trus- 
tee should be directed what he was to do. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 5, at the end, to insert the 
words, ‘If in the execution of any trust any 
discretion is vested in the public trustee the 


Court may upon the application of any person | 


interested under the instrument creating the 
trust or otherwise direct in what manner such 


discretion shall be exercised.” ”—(Mr. Charles , 
McArthur.) 
Question proposed, ‘That those 


words be there inserted.” 


Sir EDWARD CARSON hoped that the 
hon. Member would not press the Amend- 
ment. If it were carried it would render 
a great deal of litigation possible on small 
matters. 
where discretion was vested by the 
settler or testator in any co-trustee of 


The Bill already provided that, | 


Mr. BUTCHER thought he was mght 
in saying that where the discretion was 
left to the trustee by the testator the 
Court would not interfere with the exer- 
cise of that discretion unless it was 
being exercised wrongly ; therefore, the 
public trustee, being left the sole trustee. 
unless controlled in some way would be 
entitled to exercise discretion in an 
absolutely unfettered way. In matters 
of importance he thought it would be 
only right that a beneficiary should 
be able to go to Court and obtain 
control of the exercise of discretion 
| by the public trustee. Such a pro- 
vision was in his opinion necessary 
to carry out the wishes of « testator. 


Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) said it was no good say- 
ing that beneficiaries could apply to the 
| Court to get certain things done. They 
| all knew how short was the time taken 
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in doing these things when they went 
into Court. He was strongly opposed to 
the matter being taken up by a public 
official. This question of the application 
of any person interested was a most im- 
portant one, and he hoped the Amend- 
ment would be carried. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) 


said that so far as the exercise of discretion | 


was concerned the public trustee was not 
in the same position asa private trustee ; 
he was not a relation or friend of the 
family concerned. A private trustee was. 
In the case which had been instanced, 
namely, that of carrying on a business 
or selling it, the public trustee would 
have no knowledge whatever of the 
business, and he was not the person who 
should determine a matter of that sort. 
The Solicitor-General had said that they 
could bring the matter before the Court, 
but he doubted whether they could do it 
in the sense suggested. Let them put 
aside the question of mala fides, and 
take the case where a testator had given 
discretion to carry on his business or 
not. Supposing the public trustee de- 
cided in a particular manner, whether 
to carry it on or not, the Court of Chan- 
cery would never interfere with the 
trustee under these conditions. They 
would say that the discretion had 
been vested in him, and that he had 
exercised it straightforwardly. Surely 
that was not a discretion which should 
be vested in the public trustee who had 
no special knowledge at all. He thought 


some Amendment in this direction 
should be introduced. 

Sir JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) said he considered 


there was a great difference between a 
private trustee and a public trustee in 
the matter of the exercise of discretion. 
A private trustee was selected by the 
testator because of his special know- 
ledge of the question or business in which 
the testator was interested. Everybody 
knew that a member of the testator’s 
family or the family solicitor was ap- 
pointed trustee simply because of a 
knowledge he possessed of the testator’s 
affairs, and, of course, if he had not had 
that special knowledge, or if he had not 
had a way of looking at things approved 
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_ by the testator, he would not have been 
given that discretion by the testator. 
| When they dealt with the public trustee, 
‘however, they found the case was quite 
different. A testator was not likely to 
give discretion in the disposal of his - 
| business to a public trustee who knew 
nothing about it. He did not want to 
stop the Bill, but looked with some 
suspicion upon the objection raised to 
protecting the testator’s interests and 
the beneficiaries’ interest by some such 
Amendment as this. 


Sir ROBERT REID said he thought 
his hon. friend was in error in regard to 
the effect of the Bill. It should be 
remembered that when this Bill was 
passed into law no person would be 
prevented from appointing a private 
trustee to exercise his discretion just as 
could be done at the present moment. 
As to the exercise of discretion by the 
public trustee, he agreed with his hon. 
friend that it was better that some one 
familiar with the business should exercise 
discretion, but it might be that such a 
person was not available. The clause 
proposed that the discretion should be 
constantly subject to revision by a Judge. 
The bona fide exercise of discretion would 
not be disturbed by that supervision, 
but this Amendment, if inserted, would 
encourage constant applications to the 
Court by cantankerous and litigious 
people. The Solicitor - General had 
already said that he would consider 
whether any other form of words could 


be adopted. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said it was true 
that a testator might appoint a private 
trustee, but there were cases in which 
the public trustee might be or become the 
only trustee. Washe to be at liberty to 
exercise his discretion in matters with 
regard to which, as had been pointed 
out, the Court would not interfere under 
present conditions ? He could not con- 
ceive anything more fatal to the interest 
of a trust estate than that such discretion 
should be left in the hands of the public 
What would happen in the 
case of a great commercial or shipping 
business ? There might have to be applica- 
tions to the Court perpetually. In the 
administration ofsuch anestate, where the 
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trustee was unfitted to exercise discretion, 
the parties must go to the Court, and 
make applicat-on to control and direct 
the trustee, whose judgment might be 
entirely wrong. He thought this Amend- 


* ment was most called for and absolutely 


essential, and the alternative suggested by 
the Solictor-General of a general adminis- 
tration of the Estate would paralyse a 
commercial business and dissipate the 
Estate in legal costs. This would be the 
effect of this Bill unless properly amended, 
and made practical and workable, failing 
which, like the Judicial Trustees Act, it 
would fail in its purpose and become a 
dead letter. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) 
said he trusted the hon. Member would 
not press the Amendment. According 
to the present policy of the Court of 
Chancery they would not interfere with 
the exercise of the discretion of a private 
trustee unless it could be shown that 
it had been exercised wrongfully. He 
quite accepted that view, but the. Court 
would have to deal, after this Bill became 
law, with an attempt to control the dis- 
cretion of an official trustee. It was 
quite obvious that, when a learned 
Judge was invited to deal with the dis- 
cretion of an official trustee, he would 
apply different considerations to the 
discretion of a public trustee than ‘he 
would apply to the discretion of a private 
trustee. The private trustee had been 
given discretion by the testator or settler 
in accordance with the views he held of 
the judgment of the person in whom he 
reposed confidence. It was clear that no 
Court would interfere with the discretion 
of that person, and it was for that reason 
that the present policy had grown up 
which induced the Court to leave that 
discretion entirely unfettered, unless it 
could be shown that the trustee was in- 
fluenced by some interested motive. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said it must be obvious that 
there was something to be provided 
for which was not in the Bill. There was 
an evil to be avoided at both ends. It 
might be that the refusal to act by a 
public trustee would be equal to the 
misguided action of a private trustee. 
On the other hand, they did not want a 
process of substituting the Court of 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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Chancery for the public trustee. It had 
been suggested that application might be 
made to the Court that the public 
trustee, although acting bona fide, either 
by his proposed action or proposed 
refusal to act, was causing substantial 
detriment to the estate. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said that he 
would draft an Amendment to the effect 
that the proposed provision should apply 
in cases where, through the action or 
inaction of the trustee, the estate had 
suffered detriment. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR, on that. 
promise, asked leave. to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury) 
moved to omit Sub-section 3. He did so 
with the object of moving later on a new 
clause to provide that the Lord Chancellor 
should, with the concurrenee of the 
Treasury, make rules for carrying into 
effect the objects of the Act. He believed 
that the Bill had been drafted at a period 
antecedent to the Publication of Rules 
Act. The object of the Amendment was 
to bring into one clause which was set 
down later, all the occasions on which 
rules were to be made by the Lord 
Chancellor. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 6, to leave out Sub- 
section 3.”—(Mr. H. D. Greene.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Stir EDWARD CARSON said he 
believed that the hon. Gentleman was 
quite right, and he accepted the Amend- 
ment. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR moved 
the next Amendment standing in his 
name which was to the effect that the 
Act should not be made retrospective. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 12, at the end, to add the 
words, ‘ Provided that this section shall only 
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apply to the will of a person dying, or to a; trustee and the widower, widow, or next of 
settlement or other instrument executed after | kin of the deceased, the widower, widow, or 


the passing of this Act.’”—(Mr. Charles Mc- 
Arthur.) 


“Question proposed, 
words be there inserted.” 


Str EDWARD CARSON said that 
the Amendment was out of 
because they had already passed words 


the Act. 


order, | 


| next of kin shall be preferred, unless for good 
| cause shown to the contrary.’ ””—(Mr. Solicitor-- 
| General.) 

“That those 


Amendment agreed to- 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR. said 


he wished to move to leave out of Clause 


5 the words “fraud or negligence’” 
that the Act should apply to wills or | 
settlements made before the passing of | 


* Mr. SPEAKER said that the Amend- | 


ment was decidedly out of order. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“‘In page 2, line 13, to leave out the words, 
‘general order’ and insert the word ‘rule.’ ”»— 
(Mr. H. D. Greene.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Sir A. HELDER (Whitehaven) 


for the purpose of substituting “ act, 
or omission,” as the ground on which 
liability would arise. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 3, line 5, to leave out the words 
‘fraud or negligence’ and insert the words 
‘act or omission’—(Mr. Charles McArthur)— 


| instead thereof.” 


seid that the object of the Amend- | 


ment standing in his name was that if 


a public trustee on a will or settlement 
it was desirable that that should be 
restricted so that the consent of persons 
interested should be obtained before 
the application was granted. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 16, after the word ‘ adminis- 
tration,’ to insert the words ‘ subject to the right 
of the next of kin or any person thereunto 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Sirk EDWARD CARSON said he 
wished to ask Mr. Speaker whether the 


andi i) Amendment did not go beyond the 
an application was made to appoint 


now by law entitled to a grant of administra- | 


tion.’ ”»—(Sir Augustus Helder.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said he 
had put down an Amendment for a 
subsequent stage that, “as between the 
public trustee and the widower, widow, 


terms of the money Resolution, which 
provided such a sum as might be required 
to make good liabilities arising out of 
the default of the public trustee. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that he must 
rule that “‘ default ’’ would cover ‘* omis- 
sion,” but not “ act.” 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said 
that he would substitute the words 
‘omission or default’ for those he 
originally moved. He argued that where 


people were asked to dependon a public 
| official they should feel that if, through 


any improper act of the official, loss 
was caused, the Consolidated Fund 
would make it good. Unless they gave 


|that complete satisfaction, they would 


widow, or next of kin shall be pre- | 


ferred, unless for good cause shown 
to the contrary.” That was giving 
the preference which the hon. Member 
desired. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 22, at the end, to inser 
the words ‘and that as between the public 


or next of kinof the deceased, the widower, | really give no satisfaction at all. 


Str M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, W.) 


said he hoped that the question raised 


by the Amendment of the hon. Gentleman 
' would be very carefully considered by the 
_Solicitor-General before he agreed to it. 


He had grave doubts in his own mind 


' as to the wisdom of the Bill at all. He 


did feel that although trusts and settle- 


+ ments were necessary in this country 
| it was doubtful whether they were so 
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much to the public advantage as to justify 
the State not merely in allowing them, 
but in setting up a public department 
to undertake their supervision. That 
principle, however, had been practically 
accepted, and he hoped His Majesty’s 
Government would save the taxpayers 
from any loss except that which was 
incurred by some malfeasance on the 
part of the public trustee. Ifthe measure 
was as largely availed of as its supporters 
seemed to anticipate, the burden imposed 
on the taxpayers might be very consider- 
able if the possibility of imposing it 
extended beyond malfeasance. He there- 
fore hoped that his right hon. and learned 
frierd would resist this Amendment. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said that 
the words introduced in the Bill were those 
with reference to which the money Reso- 
lution was passed. These words had been 
very carefully considered, and it would 
be impossible to accept the Amendment 
without throwing an undue burden upon 
the taxpayers, and at the same time 
creating rights as against the public 
trustee which did not exist now in the 
case oLany private trustee. What would 
be an omission? If a public trustee 
took money out of one security and put 
it into another security, although he was 
perfectly honest in so doing, would that 
be an “omission” and would the Con- 
solidated Fund be liable? So long as 
the public trustee acted without fraud 
or negligence nobody could ask for more. 
He ventured to think that if they tried 
to extend these words they would raise 
an indefinite obligation on the Consoli- 
dated Fund, which it would be absolutely 
imposs ble for the Government to con- 
sider. 


Mr. SPEAKER said that, having had 
a little more time to consider the matter, 
he ruled that the House had no power 
to go beyond what the Committee had 
decided. The real authority to decide 
whether the words of the clause came 
within the phrase used in the money 
Resolution was the Committee, and the 
House had no power to extend the liability 
which the Committee had imposed. On 
that ground, he therefore ruled that the 
Amendment of the hon. Member was 
out of order. 


Sir M. Hicks-Beach. 
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Mr. BUTCHER asked whether fraud 
or negligence meant a breach of trust. 
He ventured to think that a public 
trustee ought to be as much re- 
sponsible for a breach of trust as a private 
trustee. He would move to omit the 
words “fraud or negligence’ in order 
to insert the words “ breach of trust.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Ithink the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Gentleman comes 
within the ruling I have just given. I 
cannot say whether a breach of trust 
is greater or less than fraud or negligence. 


Mr. BUTCHER asked whether fraud 





| or negligence included breach of trust. 


| Str EDWARD CARSON said he was 
only a poor common-law lawyer ; but the 
words “fraud and negligence”? would 
be better understood than “ breach of 
trust.” [PF : 
es 9 a eee 
eich r 

Mr. BUTCHER said that in line 8 
he wished to move an Amendment to 
leave out the words “ Act or” for the 
purpose of getting an Answer to the 
Question he had already asked. It 
should be known whether the public 
trustee was or was not responsible for a 
breach of trust ; and whether it would be 
possible to make a charge on the Treasury. 


Mr. CRIPPS said the matter mentioned 
was very important. He did not ask for 
any special words at the moment. When 
the Bill was introduced, it was under- 
stood that a poor man could not suffer 
through the public trustee, and that 
the Consolidated Fund would provide 
for anything in the nature of fraud. A 
breach of trust had nothing to do with 
'fraud or negligence, and the question 
| was what protection was to be given in 
the case of the public trustee. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 8, to leave out the words 
‘act or.’” 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘act of’ stand part or the Bill.” 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said that under 
the Bill, if the clause were not ameaded, 
| the Cestui que trust might be placed in a 
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worse position than the ordinary bene-| Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND asked how 
ficiary. The trustee might be accused of | the public would be benefited by the Bill 
indiscretion, but the remedy would be at | if they received no security that the es- 
the cost of theestate. The cases in which | tate, when it came to the public trustee, 
there would be a remedy would, however, | would be properly administered. At the 
be limited to fraud or negligence. The | present time if a trustee got rid of the 





hon. Member for York pressed the 


Solicitor-General to state whether the. 


public trustee would be as _ liable 


as an ordinary trustee for breaches 


of trust. He would put a case which 
would not be covered by the words 


trust property he was liable to make it 
good, and had to pay it back, but as the 
Bill now stood if the public trustee did 
anything wrong, except they could prove 
ma’a fides, the public were worse off than 
before because he was not liable. 


of the Bill. An investment, not! 


in a trust security, might be made’ 
neither by fraud nor negligence, but | 
might possibly lead to the loss of the 


estate, in which case the beneficiary 
would suffer. He invited a _ special 


Answer to his hon. friend’s Question. | 


Was there an indemnity on the part of 
the State in connection with the public 
trustee for breaches of trust? Ifnot, the 


last state of the beneficiary might be | 


worse than the first; he might be out of 
the frying-pan into the fire. And if the 


State had to pay the piper, the cost to | 
the taxpavers of all this officialism, red | 
tape, buildings, losses, etc., might be | 


enormous, for no proportionate benefit. 


The Bill was a clumsy and badly drawn | 


measure for its purpose, for to the 


*Mr. GEORGE FABER (York) urged 
the House to be extremely careful to see 
that the remedy was not worse than the 
disease. The Lord Chancellor would have 
a free hand in the making of the rules, 
and upon that would depend the efficacy 
or otherwise of the enactment. The bait 
held out from the beginning was that they 
would get away from the fraudulent 
solicitor to some person of security, but 
apparently the condition of things would 
| not be any better under this clause but 
rather worse, because under the present 
condition of the law a trustee was liable 
for breach of trust, but under this clause 
| they would have a public trustee com- 
fortably ensconsed behind a fat 
| salary whom they would not be able 








vrinciple of the proper protection of trust t0 make responsible unless he was 
finds by a responsible custodian, whether | guilty of fraud or negligence. On the 
public or private, he had no objection | other hand, directly it was sought to 
whatever, but the contrary. |make the public trustee liable for all 
‘ breaches of trust the Treasury came 
: fj forward and said they were putting a 
Sir JAMES JOICEY said that it ap- Jarger burden on the Consolidated Fund 
peared quite evident when the“Bill was than they were entitled to do. He urged 
introduced that the public trustee would | the Committee, in their desire to get out 
take on himself all the responsibilities of | of the clutches of rogues, not to fall into 
an ordinary trustee. He was, however, the hands of fools; because, it -was not 
rather suspicious at the refusal of the unlikely that the person who would be 
Government to assent to the words | appointed public trustee would not be 
“breach of trust.” He certainly | a trained man of business, and would 
thought the public trustee would be! thus be incapable of discharging satis- 
placed under the same conditions as an factorily the great responsibilities of his 
ordinary trustee; and the Solicitor- position. Let them not, in avoiding 
General should make the matter clear Sc¢ylla, fall into Charybdis. 
now. It seemed to him extraordinary) ~ 
that the Government should protect the gig EDWARD CARSON said it was 
public trustee from ordinary Tesponsi- | wonderful how hon. Members imagined 
bility. | they were in a state of perfection as to the 
liability of trustees. Perhaps the most 
Sir WILLIAM TOMLINSON (Preston) amusing part of the whole debate was 
said it was an extraordinary provision | the way in which they had been saying 
that the Courts should be given the power | there was to be no security at all. They 
proposed. _ were only to have the Consolidated Fund 
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of the United Kingdom to back up the 


public trustee whenever there was a case 
of fraud or negligence. Would his hon. 
friend tell him of any single case ordinarily 
arising in which money was lost which 
would not be covered by the words of the 
Bill? He could conceive mo case 
among what might be called the ordinary 
cases which happened day by day which 
was not covered by the words “ fraud and 
negligence.” His hon. friend put the 
case of a trustee who had erred through 
ignorance, but who had acted throughout 
in a perfectly honest manner. His hon. 
friend, he thought, when he put the case 
must have forgotten the Act of Parlia- 
ment passed in 1896 which provided, 
among other things, that where it ap- 
peared in a transaction which was alleged 
to be a breach of trust that the trustee had 
acted honestly and reasonably he might 
be excused that breach of trust. If the 
words proposed were put in here the public 
trustee would not have the benefit of the 
enactment covering the case when a 
trustee acted absolutely honestly. If 
you protected. people against fraud 
and negligence you protected them 
against everything that was essential in 
the practical working of the Trustees Act. 
He was sure there was strong feeling in 
the country that this enactment was 
very much wanted, and he hoped the 
House would not be led away by any 
matters not of practical importance from 
the important issues before them in the 
short time at their disposal. 


Mr. BUTCHER said he had no desire 
to waste time, and, although he did not 
regard the explanation as satisfactory, 
he would ask. leave to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 12, to leave out Sub- 
section (2). ”—(Mr. H. D. Greene.) 


Amendment negatived. ° 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR said 
the object of the Amendment he had 
now to propose was to safeguard the 
interest of the life tenant. He submitted 


{COMMONS} 





that where the estate consisted of money | 
in securities and it was simply a question 


Sir Edward Carson, 
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of remitting the. income to the bene- 
ficiary no charge should be made 
by the public trustee. He begged to 
move. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 21, at the end, to insert the 
words ‘ Provided that no fees shall be charged in 
respect of the income arising from the invest- 
ments of any trust fund or trust estate which 
can be remitted under written directions from 
the person or company or corporation liable 
to pay the same direct to the usufructuary or 
to any person or persons or bank or to any 
other destination toor which he is authorised 
to direct the same to be paid, remitted, or 
sent.’ *—(Mr. Charles McArthur.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Stir EDWARD CARSON said he 
hoped the Amendment would not be 
pressed. The fees must be collected by 
rule of the Treasury and ny exceptions 
could be made. If they once began to 
make exceptions it would be impossible 
to carry out the object of the Bill. If 
the Bill was to work it wou'd be necessary 
to make the fees as small as possible. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he did not quite follow the purpose 
of this Amendment, but the argument of 
the Solicitor-General was that the whole 
thing would be provided for by rules 
made by the Lord Chancellor. One of 
his great objections to this B'll was the 
large powers it gave to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, who was set up as a sort of auto- 


/crat and endowed with powers almost 


equalling those of a Secretary of State. 
A large proportion of those things which 
it was now proposed to leave to the Lord 
Chancellor to settle should in his opinion, 
be settled in the Bill itself. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Smrk WILLIAM TOMLINSON said he 
moved the Amendment standing in 
his name because he thought in 
many cases in small trust estates 
there would have to be a preliminary 
investigation on the part of the public 
trustee to see whether the trust was 
such a trust as he could accept. If it 
was not such a trust, then, in his opinion, 
the ptbl'c trustee should be entitled to 
a fee for the preliminary investigation, 
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Amendment prop:sed to the Bill— 
“In page 3, line 24, after the first word ‘ paid’ 


to insert the words ‘ including if required a pre- | 


liminary fee for investigating the particulars 
of the trust or executorship proposed to be 
vested in the public trustee.’ ’—(Sir William 
Tomlinson.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sirk EDWARD CARSON said _ the 
rules under the Bill would lay down 
what the fees were which were to be 
charged and they would also point out 
what the duties of the trustee were. 
He hoped the Amendment would not be 
proceeded with. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said that the 
next Amendment was for the purpose of 
preventing any profit being made from 
the revenue out of the fees beyond what 
might be necessary te give the taxpayers 
indemnity against any loss, 


Amendment proposed to the Buill— 


“In page 3, line 29, at the end, to insert the 
words * (4) The fees under this section shall be 
arranged from time to time so as to produce an 
annual amountsufficient to discharge the salaries 
and other expenses incidental to the working of 
this Act (including such sum as the Treasury 
may from time to time determine to be required 
to insure the Consolidated Fund against loss 
under this Act), and no more.’ ’’—(Mr. Solicitor- 
General.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir JAMES JOICEY objected to 
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, Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
said he would like to know whether 
these new officials would be subject to 
any guarantee. Would they be guaran- 
_ teed in any way up to a certain amount, 
| the costs of the guarantees to be paid out 
of the Consolidated Fund? If not, he 
would suggest that that was a point which 
ought to be considered. He also drew at- 
tention to another point. He had known 
many cases where breaches of trust were 
quite distinct from any fraud or negli- 
gence, and he suggested that the Amend- 
' ment would not enable the beneficiaries to 
| get charged against that account anything 
excepting the losses arising from fraud 
and negligence, and therefore the bene- 
ficiaries were not protected against those 
breaches of trust which did not come 
under the phrase “ fraud or negligence.” 
Moreover the public trustee now to be 
appointed would have a multitude of 
small estates to deal with, and therefore 
the protection of the beneficiary would 
/be a great deal less‘than it was at the 
| present moment. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY said that 
|if the fees were to be applied to meet 
losses due to the negligence of the 
| public trustee, the beneficiaries would 
| be made to pay their own insurance, and 
| the Treasury would lose all interest in 
looking after the property. 


| 

Str ROBERT REID suggested the 
adoption of the procedure under the 
| Registration of Titles Act in Australia. 
| *Mr. GEORGE FABER pointed out 
that there were both cheap and safe ways 


the wording of the Amendment as | of guarding the estates of testators, but 
vague. Supposing there were certain | he considered this neither safe nor 
estates in the hands of the public| economical. If the public trustee in- 
trustee and there was a great loss | vested a large sum unwisely, the result 








in one of them owing to his fraud | 
and negligence. Those who had other 
estates to put into his hands had to pay | 
for that loss, although they had in no 
way contributed to it. He confessed 
he did not like giving all that power to 
the Lord Chancellor. The Lord Chan- 
cellor had immense power as it was, and 
it appeared to him that this would be a | 
sort of second death duty for everybody 


whose estate cam: into the ‘public | 


trustee’s hands, 


‘ 


might be a heavy loss. How was it to 
be made good? Under the procedure 
set up by this Amendment other estates 
would have to make the loss good. Why 
should B’s estate pay for the loss on A’s 
estate consequent on a bad investment 
by the public trustee? To his mind 
it was a case of “‘ Thank you for nothing.” 
His right hon. friend said “‘ Do not employ 
the public trustee,” but could the 
Solicitor-General assure him that when 
he was dead his estate might not by any 
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possibility fall into the grasp of the 
gentleman appointed under this Bill ¢ 


Sir EDWARD CARSON : It would not, 
if you made proper provision for the 
appointment of other trustees, 


*Mr. GEORGE FABER said that in 
his opinion this Amendment involved 
putting on the estates of dead men 
an expense both unmerited and un- 
called for. 


Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple) held that as the public trus- 
tee was to be appointed by the Lord 
Chancellor with the concurrence of the 
Treasury, the latter body ought to be 
held responsible for any laches on the 
part of the trustee; losses caused by 
either fraud or negligence on his part 
should be recouped out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund. The public trustee would 
be paid out of the fees levied on the 
estate administered. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT considered 
the suggestion a very reasonable one. 
He held that the proposal of the Govern- 
ment would make the administration of 
estates a very costly proceeding, seeing 
that beneficiaries would have to pay 
official fees not only for their own pro- 
tection, but also for the protection of 
another estate in respect of which the 
public trustee might be liable. The 
principle of the Bill was not in question 
to-day, and their object was so to amend 
the Bill as to make it just and acceptable 
and so workable, and not like the Judicial 
Trustees Act, a nullity. 


Sir F. DIXON-HARTLAND said_he 
did not see why the public trustee, who 
would be highly paid, should not pay 
his own fees for insurance. 


CotonEL PILKINGTON though this 
Amendment was a trick. He had never 
heard of such a monstrous suggestion, 
and he suggested that it was due to the 
interference of the Treasury. He could 
not think such a proposal could have 
emanated from the Solicitor-General. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON: It is not 


the Treasury who is responsible for it. 
Mr, George Faber. 
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_ CotoneL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton) thought it was the first time a 
legal mind had ever framed such an 
extraordinary suggestion, and looking 
at it as a business man and not as a 
lawyer he honestly felt it would be much 
better to withdraw it. 


*Mr. EDMUND FABER (Hampshire, 
Andover) desired to know where the 
money was to come from if the public 
trustee was guilty of incompetence. In 
99 cases out of 100 an estate suffered 
from the incompetence of the trustee 
and not from his fraud, and he ought 
to be made responsible if guilty of m- 
competence. 


Question put. 


. Sir Howarp Vincent and Mr. Crooks 
were appointed Tellers for the Ayes, but 
no Member being willing to act as Teller 
for the Noes Mr. Speaker dcclared the 
Ayes had it. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


«In page 3, to leave out Clause 7.”—(.Vr. 
Solicitor-General. ) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON moved in 
page 4, line 12, to add the words ,“ but 
he shall not decline to accept any trust 
on the ground only of the small value of 
the trust property.” 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 4, line 12, at the end, to insert tl:c 
words ‘ but he shall not decline to accept any 
trust on the ground only of the small value of 
the trust property.’ ”—(Mr. Solicitor-General.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir JOSEPH DIMSDALE (London) 
said the public trustee should be obliged 
to accept any trust that was brought 
before him, whether it was exactly what 
he desired or not. He did not think he 
should be allowed to refuse to act because 
a trust was not exaotly to his liking. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the 


clause as it originally stood in this 


cee oeoroe ke errr b> > b> 
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Public Trusice 
Bill gave the public trustee almost un- 
limited discretion to accept, or refuse 
to accept, any , trust. The Amend- 
ment limited that jdiscretion, but the 
limitation was not sufficient. For in- 
stance, the public trustee might decline 
to fulfil his duty because the property, 
although large in value, might be a 
troublesome one. If they were going to 
set up a great public department with 
an expensive officer for the purpose of 
taking over trust property, there ought 
to be no power to decline to undertake 
the duty for which the officer was estab- 
lished. 
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Mr. GEORGE FABER ertirely agreed 
with his hon. friend that the Amendment 
did not go far enough. He saw nv 
logic in setting up a great department 
of State to which anybody was entitled 
to go unless the department was obliged 
to accept the trust. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY urged that thepub- 
lic trustee should be compelled to accept 
any trust that was brought before him, 
and should not have the power to de- 
cline because, for instance, some invest- 
ment was involved which might cause 
him considerable trouble. 


Mr. MARTIN (Worcestershire, Droit- 
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Sir EDWARD CARSON said that 
vould be impossible in view of the 
words already introduced. It would 
make the whole thing nonsense. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT said this 
Amendment mod fied a most objection- 
able provision in the Bill to which, how- 
ever, they had already assented. The 
Amendment had therefore better be 
made as reducing the evil. 


Sir AUGUSTUS HELDER suggeste:! 
that the words “or the difficulty oi 
carrying out the trust” should be 
added to the Amendment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said those words 
could be added after the Amendment 
had been carried. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON said cases 
must arise in which it would be im- 
possible for the public trustee to act. 
‘Take, for instance, the Rhodes will. He 
could not administer such an estate as 
that. It was only to guard against cases 
of that kind that the clause had been 
inserted. 


Question put. 





wich) held there should be no power 


to decline any trust. 


Abraham, William,(Cork,jN.E) 
Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex F. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, Charles P. 

Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Baker, Joseph Allen 
. Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 

Benn, John Williams 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boland, John 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles, T. Gibson (King’sLynn 
Bright, Allan Heywood 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland 





The 
Noes, 32. 





AYES. 


Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell,Rt Hn JA (Glasgow) 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Coddington, Sir William 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Craig, Robert Hunter (Lanark | 


Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Kt. Hn. Sir Joha E. 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 


House 
(Division List No. 253.) 


divided :—Ayes, 180; 


Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 


- 


' Duncan, J, Hastings 


Elibank, Master ot 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose 


| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, S. W.) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hn. Sir Henry 


| Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
| Grant, Corrie 


Gray, "Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Sir EW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Hall, Edward Marshall 


| Hammond, John 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 





New 


Hermon-Hodge, Sir Robert T. 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hill, Henry Staveley 

Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Rt. Hn. Arthur Fred 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent P.(Cavan,W 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lamont, Norman 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpoo!) 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cornwall) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lucas, Reginald J. (Portsm’th 
Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdona, John Cumming 
MacNeiil, John Gordon Swift 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah 
M‘Artnur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Kean, John 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mitchell, Edw. (Fermanagh,N. 
Mooney, Jobn J. 

Morrell, George Herbert 
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Agg-Gardner, Jan.es ‘Lynte 
Bain, Colonei James Robert 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Faber, Edmund B. (Hants, W. 
Faber, George Denison (York 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Griffith; Ellis J. 

Groves, James Grimble 





And, it being after half-past Five of 
Consideration of the 
Bill, as amended, stood adjourned. 


clock, Further 


Bill, as amended, to be 


sidered upon Monday next. 


eo 


MEDICAL ACT (1886) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next, 





{COMMONS} 


Morton, Arthur H. Aylmer 
Murphy, John 

Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nolan, Col, John P.(Galway, N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt Cecil William ° 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W 
O’ Dowd, Jobn 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J 

Parrott, Wiltiam 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J.A. (Saffron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Reid, James (Greenock) 

Reid, Sir R. Threshie(Dumfries 
Renshaw, Sir Charles Bine 
Rickett, J Compton 

Roberts, Samuel (Sheffield) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Samuel, Herb. L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Seely, Maj J E B (Isleof Wight) 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


NOES. 


Helder, Augustus 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hunt, Rowland 

Lambert, George 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Mappin, Sir Frederick ‘Lhorpe 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt Hn Sir HE(Wigt’n 
Pilkington, Colonel Richard 
Plummer, Sir Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 


further con- 
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Shaw-Stewart, Sir H( Renfrew) 
Shipman, Dr. John &. 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer,Rt Hn C R(Northants) 
Stanley, Edward Jas (Somerset 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sullivan, Donal 

‘Laylor, Austin (East loxteth) 
‘Lhomas, David Alfred(Mertbyr 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Sir Wm. Edw. M. 
Toulmin, George 

Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, John Lawson (Leeds,S 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und Lyne 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York. W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.). 
Wilson,J W(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 
Howard Vincent and Mr. 
Crooks. 


Rankin, Sir James 

Remnant, James Farqubarson 
Renwick, George 

Spear, Jobn Ward 

Tritton, Charles Ernesc 

Tuff, Charles 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whiteley,George (York, W.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 


Frederick. Dixon - Hartland 
and Sir Joseph Dimsdale. 


NEW BILL. 


RURAL DISTRICT COUNCILS (COMPEN- 


SATION). 


Bill to make better provision for the 
Compensation of Rural District Councils 
in respect of loss occasioned by an altera- 
tion of the area or boundaries of their 
districts, ordered to be brought in by 
Sir Edward Strachey, Mr. Distaeli, Mr. 
Warner; and Mr, Yerburgh. ~ © 
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RURAL DISTRICT COUNCILS (COMPEN-| Amendments to—Hythe Corporation 
SATION) BILL. | Bill [Lords]; Stepney Borough Council 
“To make better provision for the (Superannuation) Bill [Lords], without 
Compensation of Rural District Councils | Amendment. 
in respect of loss occasioned by an 
alteration of the area or boundaries 
of their districts,” presented accordingly,| That they have passed a Bill, in- 
and read the first time; to be read a_ tituled, “An Act for conferring further 
second time upon Friday, 28th July, and powers on the Rhymney and Aber 








to be printed. [Bill 263.] Valleys Gas and Water Company. 
Rhymney and Aber Valleys Gas and 
Water Company Bill [Lords]. 


TRADE MARKS BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments from 
the Select Committee, with Special Report 





and Minutes of Evidence. Report and 
Special Report to lie upon the Table, | 
and to be printed. [No. 231.] 

Bill, as amended, recommitted to a 
Committee of the Whole House for) 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
264.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— Mr. 
Speaker’s Retirement Bill; Consolidated 
Fund (No. 2) Bill. 


RHYMNEY AND ABER VALLEYS GAS 
AND WATER COMPANY BILL [Lorps] 


Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned 
the House without Question put, in 
pursuance of Standing Order No. 3. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes be- 
fore Six o’clock till Monday 
next. 





[APPZNDICES. 








ory 
‘01 








P 








APPENDIX I. 


PUBLIC BILLS 
DEALT WITH IN VOLUME CXLVIIL 


Those marked thus* are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in 
the last column refer to the page in this volume. “lu.L.]” following title 
indicates that the Bill originated in the Lords. 








(A.) House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. 


Brought in by Progress. 





Lord Balfour of | Read 3* and passed 4th July 
| (926) 


Advertisement Regulations 


[H.L. | _ Burleigh 
*Agricultural Rates Act Lord Kenyon | Read 2° 6th July (1264) 
1896, etc., Continuance | Committee ) - h July (1455 
| | Report f ith July (1455) 
Closing of Licensed Premises Lord Avebury | Read 3¢ and passed 29th June 
(Christmas Day) (Ireland) | (506) 
| | Royal Assent 30th June (625) 
Compensation for Damage | | Read 1° 7th July (1455) 
to Crops | 


*Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Marquess of Lansdowne| All stages 7th July (1455) 
| | 


Criminal Cases (Reservation | Lord Chancellor 
of Points of Law) [H.L.] 


Report 29th June (521) 
Kead 3° and passed 30th June 


| (638) 
Early Closing (Shops) [H.L.| Lord Avebury | Committee (defeated) 29th June 
(507) 
*Finance Marquess of Lansdowne Read 2* 26th June (31) 


| Read 3° 27th June (227) 
| Royal Assent 30th June (625) 


Merchant Shipping (Aliens) Lord Muskerry | Second Reading (defeated) 24th 
[H.L.] June (11) 


*Mr. Speaker’s Retirement Read 1* 3rd July (704) 
Read 2“ 4th July (921) 
Read 3% and passed - 
| (1264) 
Committee 29th June * 


Public Meetings (Facilities) 
[H.L.] 


Shipowners’ Negligence | Read 1° 3rd July (704, 
(Remedies) | 

*Supreme Court of Judica- Lord Ashbourne | Read 3* and passed 4th July 
ture Ireland (No. 2) [H.1. ] | (925) 


*War Stores Commission | Read 2° 7th July (1460) 
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(B.) Housz or ComMons. 





Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 


Progress. 





* Aliens 


*Bills of Exchange Act 
(1882) Amendment [H.L.] 


Canals (No. 2) 
*Churches (Scotland) 


Closing of Licensed Premises 
(Christmas Day) (Ireland) 


Coal Mines (Weighing of 


Minerals) 


Companies Acts Amend- 


ment (Dentists) 


Companies Acts Amendment 
(Physicians, etc.) 


Compensation for Damage 


to Crops 


*Consolidated Fund (No. 2) 


*Criminal Cases (Reservation 
of Points of Law) |#.L.] 


Drunkenness (Ireland) 


ory and Workshops Act 
‘01) Amendment 


rlCe 


Medical Act (1886) Amend- 
ment 


e | 
Metropolitan Borough) 
Councils Asso ziation 


*Mr. Speaker’s Retirement 





Mr. Akers-Douglas 


Sir h. Finlay 


Sir J. Brunner 
Mr. Scott Dickson 


Mr. Nannetti 


Mr. Compton Rickett 


Sir John Tuke 
Sir John Tuke 


Mr. Mount 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Sir Robt. Finlay 


Mr. 7. W. Russell 


Mr. C. Corbett 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


Gen. Laurie 
Capt. Jessel 


Mr, A. J. Balfour 





Committee 27th June (268) 
(345) 

Committee 28th June (390) 
(441) 

Committee 3rd July (794) 
(847) 


Read 1° 6th July (1350) 


Read 1° 4th July (1000) 

2nd Reading 4th July (1003) 

Royal Assent 30th June (668) 

Consideration as P : 
Amended \ tos 

Read 3° and passed f (F899) 


Read 1° 26th June 
Read 1° 26th June (106) 


Consideration as 
amended 
Read 3° and passed | 


. 7th July 
(1478) 


Committee 

acenpag | 3rd July 877 

Read 3° and passed 6th July 
(1445) 

Read 1° 6th July (1349) 


Consideration as 
Amended \ " fon 
Read 3° and passed | (1497) 


Bill Withdrawn 6th July (1450) 


Royal Assent 39th June (668) 
Read 2° 7th July (1527) 


Bill Withdrawn 27th June (352) 


Read 2° 27th June (268) 
Read 3° and passed 3rd July 
(794) 
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(B.) 


House or ComMons—continued. 















Title of Bill. 


Brought in by 





Progress. 








Motor Car Act (1903) 


Amendment 





*Provisional Orders (Mar- 
riages) 


Public Road (Ireland) 


Public Trustee and Executor 


Rural District Councils 
Compensation) 

Shipowners’ Negligence 
(Remedies) 


Sunday Trading (Scotland) 


Valuation (Ireland) (No. 2) 


*War Stores (Commission) 





Mr. Soares 


Mr. Cochrane 


Mr. O'Dowd 


Sir H, Vincent 


Stir E. Strachey 


Sir H. Samuel 


Mr. C. Corbett 


Mr. J. Devlin 


Sir R. Finlay 











Read 1° 28th June (385) 
Read 1° 27th June (268) 


Committee 26th June (223) 
Report 4th July 
Read 3° and passedf (1106) 


As Amended, Considered 30th 
June (657) 

As Amended, Considered 7th 
July (1505) 


Read 1° 7th July (1528) 
As Amended, 


Considered ; 
Read 3° and passed - 


| 30th June 
(646) 


Rill withdrawn 6th July (1449) 


Read 1° 4th July (1000) 


Read 1° 28th June (385) 
Read 2° 30th June (700) 
Read 3° and passed 4th July 
(1103) 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1905. 


List or Rus, ORDERS, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 


In Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. 





Date from which | Period to lie upon 


Title of Paper. the Period runs. the Table. 





Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 26 June 12 weeks 
(Oxford),—Copy of Statute made by the Governing 
Body of Balliol College, Oxford, on 23rd November, 
1904, amending Statute IV. and Schedule B of the 
Statutes of the College [40 and 41 Vic., ¢. 48, s. 50}. 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877 12 weeks 
(Oxford),--Copy of Statute made by the Governing 
Body of University College, Oxford, on 11th March, 
1905, amending the Ordinance regulating the Radcliffe 
Travelling Fellow ships [40 and 41 Vic., c. 48, s. 50). 


Universities (Scotland) Act, 1889 (Ordinance),—Copy 29 June 12 weeks 
ot University Court Ordinance No. XI. (Edinburgh, 
No. 4) (Institution of Degrees in Veterinary Medicine 
and Surgery and relative Regulations) [52 and 53 
Vic., c. 55, s. 20). 


Universities (Scotland) Act, 1889 (Ordinance),—Copy 29 June 
of University Court Ordinance No. XII. (Edinburgh, 
No. 5) (Inclusion of Geography among the subjects 
qualifying for Graduation in Arts) [52 and 53 Vic., ¢. 
55, 8. 20] 


Board of Education (Building Regulations),—Copy of 7 July One month 
the Building Regulations, being principles to be In Dummy 
observed in planning and fitting up new buildings for 
Public Elementary Schools, together with Rules as to 
construction and certain requirements as to plans 
[30 and 34 Vic., c. 75, s. 97]. 

















